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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


TASS: COMMENTATORS ASSAIL WEINBERGER SUPPORT FOR SDI 
Chernyshev on Talks Obstacle 


LD261457 Moscow TASS in English 1407 GMT 26 Sep 86 


(Text! Moscow September 26 TASS -- TASS military news analyst Vladimir Chernyshev 
writes: 


U.S. Secretary of Defence Caspar Weinberger, delivering an address to the Executives 
Club of Chicago, again tried to present the U.S. SDI programme as a sure remedy against 
the continued nuclear arms race. According to him, “SDI is at the centre of any 
realistic attempt to rid the world of offensive ballistic missiles”. What can be said 
on this score? 


The Pentagon chief himselt hardly believes this propagandistic nonsense. [If only by 
virtue of his post, weinberger should understand that as long as the threat of the 
deployment of a space-based ABM system by the USA exists, the Soviet Union will sot 
agree to reduce or Limit its offensive strategic weapons. It is very important to have 
freedom of decision-making in offensive strategic weapons in order to _ take 
countermeasures and restore the strategic balance if space weapons are deployed. That 
is why SDI constitutes 4 major obstacle to accord at the Soviet-American Geneva talks. 


Moreover, the road of “star wars” onto which Washington has embarked is subverting 
earlier arms control agreements, primarily the ABM Treaty, which, under the White 
House's latest proposals, would be phased out over the next 5-7 years and be dead atter 
1993. Washington is actually inviting the soviet Union to join an unprecedented arms 
race, moreover, extended into outer space. 


The deeds of the U.S. Administration torcefully belie its propagandistic claim that it 
is committed to the elimination of nuclear weapons. Many programmes to build up and 
improve the U.S. arms arsenals are being carried on in parallel with “star wars” work. 
The Pentagon chiet seems to have forgotten his statement that the weapons that are 
being currently purchased will constitute the backbone of the U.S. armed torces well 


into the 2lst century. 


the Cc giume nit “hat ew sophist ited war technology, the sD weapons, mm gtar at: 
ul y ite tended fort _ gt rant. te ren Liles ’ * the t ' 
if. i Ta = Teeet "fHher: niv tit it eading °* sPCcurcitv, ‘ate ov, rye i it 
tie < C Lag iMuclear weapons, ald ut their replacement oc the addition tf what 
f ne gv to them. t ; more than time for the rentagon fen 
jlise the danger of a Situation in which the technology of destruction determines the 
evar we C mankind as 1 whole and to the United states 1! we Tif 
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Unpredictable Accelerator’ of Arms Race 
LD261931 Mcscow TASS in English 1915 GMT 26 Sep 86 


[Text] Moscow September 26 TASS -- 8y TASS analyst Vasiliy Kharkov 
U.S. Defense Secretary Caspar weinderger, in a bid to push through the “Star wars 
programme, invents ever new pretexts for that. 

This time, addressing the Executives Club of Chicago on Thursday, the Pen 
asserted that the White House's “Strategic Defence Initiative” was aimed “t: 
world of offensive ballistic missile 
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He added, however, that NATO should continue relying on offensive nuclear weapons unti 
the washington administration had fully deployed the SDI system. In other words, th 
muclear arms race ought to continue. 


A sufficient number of authoritative declarations nave been made by military experts 
political and public figures worldwide, including in the U.S., to the effect that th 
American "star wars" programme will Decome another unpredictable accelerator of th 
arms race. 


The fact that the Pentagon chief and other zealous supporters of the “star wars 
programme do not want to heed these sober warnings shows that they are captives o 
militarist thinking which is fraught with tragic consequences in our nuciear age. 


At present, when the signs of a new mode of thinking are emerging in worid politics 
which is evidenced, in particular, by the success of the Stockholm Conference, tailing 
to reckon with the realities of the nuclear and space age is tantamount to acting 


contrary to common sense. 


Weinbgerger is sceking t9 portray the nuclear sword, which is SDI, as 2 shield, and td 
conceal the fact that it is being made for delivering a first strike. [t would be fag 
easier to agree on the totai elimination of nuclear missiles -- of any kind 
ballastic, medium-range or any other. The Soviet proposals to this effect give 
chance for such an accord to materialize. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


SOVIET PAPERS ASSAIL ITALIAN DECISION ON SDI PARTICIPATION 
PRAVDA Commentary 

PM301251 Moscow PRAVDA (First Edition) in Russian 21 Sep 84 p § 

[Gennadiy Zafesov ‘Commentator'’s Column": "A Trap for Italy") 


[Text] Rome -- A so-called [talian-American "Memorandum of Mutual Understanding,” or 
to put it simply, an agreement on the terms of Italy's involvement of the "Strategic 
Defense Initiative” (SDI), has been signed in the United States. 


Thus another country falls into the American trap. And although one would not cail 
this an unexpected development, the adverse reaction to this step in ‘taly was far more 
violent than the initiators of SDI involvement had anticipated. Indeed, could it have 
been any different when, contrary to expectations, the matter was not even discussed in 
Parliament, and legislators were not even acquainted with the “Memorandum of Mutual 
Understanding." The government simply ignored not only the demands of the general 
public, who opposed SDI, but the country’s supreme legislative body as well. The 
foreign and defense ministers declined to meet with parliamentarians and instructed 
their deputies to read out messages, ‘the burden of which was that apparently it is 
necessary to observe secrecy and not divulge the nature of the memorandum... 


It is natural that Rome's involvement in SDI should meet with sharp criticism among the 
broadest [talian public circles. It shows that most Italians are fully aware of the 
danger of such an action and the unpredictability of its consequences. People in Italy 
are also aware that it is by no means a “technical,” as they would have it, but a 
military-political decision. The paper LA REPUBBLICA writes that the “Memorandum of 


Mutual Understanding” is only the tirst step toward [talian involvement in the “star 


wars" plans and it could be followed by other, even more dangerous actions. As wei! as 
criticizing the government's decision, people are dispelling illusions that involvement 
in SDI will give Italy “economic and scientific-technical advantages.” The paper 
L'UNITA remarks in this connection that the United States will not agree to transter 
the most up-to-date technology to the allies and that SDI will ovly increase Furope’ 


subordination to and dependence on the United States. 


The actions by the I[talian Government in deciding ° jain SDI, » , & malatary 
program ot unprecedented size, Sleariy ontradict repeated issurances v eee 
official spokesmen for Rome of a desire to help curb the arms race, ease international 
tension, and reduce the war threat. The result is that Italy, which has already een 
forced to have U.S. medium-range nuclear missiles on ts territory, Ss hecoming more 


and more obviously involved in the transatlantic militar.ists' dangerous venture. 











Many local observers note that this step by the Italian Government not only 
damages the cause of peace ir Europe and in the world as a whole, but also 
contradicts the fundamental interests and clearly voic2s aspirations of the 
people of that country. 


KRASN\ YA ZVEZDA Commentary 





PM251407 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA ‘Second Edition) in Russian 24 Sep 86 p 3 

{[V. Pustov article: "Trap"] 
[Text | Protests are continuing in [italy in connection with the siagnine of th 
“memorandum of mutual understanding” on che conditions of participation by Italia 
firms and companies in the American “star wars’ program. ibservers draw attention t« 
the fact that, by signing the menorandum, the [talian Government has essentiall 
violated its earlier pledge to fivst give parliament an opportunity to tamiliarize 
itself with the text of this docwmnt, discuss it, and then take a vote. what is 
noteworthy is the fact that even Amintore Fantani, Senate president, has ndemned the 


government as virtually eliminating 


he legislative organ trom deciding the issue of 


the country’s involvement in the so-called U.S. “Strateg Defense initiative. 

The exclusion of Parliament and, consequently, the [Italian public trom deciding a 
issue connected with attempts to transfer the arms race into svace and fraught with 
destabilization of the international situation can e explained by a number of 
reasons. What we are taiking abDout here is a document f a secret nature, which is 
acknowledged in an official Pentagon st.tement on the signing of the American-ltalian 
agreement. The “mutually understanding’ American and [talian circles whica regard SDI 
as an opport anity to gatisty their mercenary interests wave absolutely me interest in 
breaking this secrecy. All the more so, «os the newspaper LA STAMPA stresses, in view 
of the fact that no one can guarantee that this agreement wouid be ipproved vy the 
Italian Parliament. 

The assurances given by the heraids of SDI hat the agreement is supposedly ‘o the 
mutual benefit’ of both countries aiso fail to stand up °¢ rit hye ‘ fits to 
the senior partner across the ocea ire obDVi us. They are A oA » ¢ ie 
technological achievements ind nnovations ff the unior art t t ind 
other scientific ane iechnicai f} is, an inftiux of { derat ' , from 
the Apennines across the cean, increased [Ttalian dependert pry tae ' . anne 

rey. 

But wiiat in -a.y gain in xchane- iow ealist im’ \" ' t t “ 1% 
manufacturers that they wil] e made ofr y " ect ' , , 1 oy 
It wouid not ” it ot place to fre 1 ‘ t v , alt ' t tered 
put t CHE \Vhw YORK TIMES by Pentas a i it? 4 ts pered tiag 
agreement with Ky ‘Certain member yf tty fentagon, ‘ « ' ' it i. ‘ve 
communicated that they are verv rei cant form ma ‘ Vv ’ 
elements of development n star war , ew why , 
ov ver ne wit! or ere t t t 

ul P t . 

However, the re ) 
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the FINANCIAL TIMES, London had also hoped that the value of orders placed with British 
firms within the framework of the SDI program would be 1 billion pounds sterling. In 
actual fact, however, it has not gone higher than 15 million pounds sterling. S80nn has 


also found itself in a similar situation. 


Italian public circles regard the “memorandum of mutual understanding” as a space 
trap. Italy has been given a place in this trap not only contrary to its national 
interests but also the interests of all mankind. And this cannot help but deepen the 
alarm of sober-minded [Italians concerned for the fate of peace thro.ghout the world. 
As M. Giacomantonio, national secretary of the Christian Association of italian 
Workers, has said, Italy's involvement ir SDI will greatly damage the resumption of 
dialogue between East and West. For mankind to avoid a tragedy, £. Amaldi, one of 
Italy's most prominent physicians, said, we must give up the “star wars” project, put 
an end to the arms race, and immediately begin a nuclear arms reduction. 


The Soviet Union has repeatedly warned that attempts to put the “star wars” program 
into practice are fraught with extremely dangerous, possible irrevocable consequences. 
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U.S.-USSR NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS TALKS 


SEEVARDNADZE PRESS CONFERENCE AT UN ON SUMMIT, NST ISSUES 
LD302215 Moscow TASS in English 2202 GMT 30 Sep 46 
(Excerpt ] 


New York September 30 TASS -- A press conference of Eduard Shevardnadze, a 
member of the Political Sureau of the CPSU Central Committee, minister of foreign 
affair: vf the USSR, was held here today. 


He said: 


Ladies and gentlemen, | wholeheartedly welcome you. Allow me to thank you for your 
active participation in our process conference. 


Over the past several days we ‘ave met quite frequentiy. {| think that we fave frown 
used to each other. Theretore et me ge. to the point straigntaway. 


By mutual arrangement the Sovie'’ img the U.S. bide are sinral 
following agreed announcement: 


"“%! the torthcoming meeting between “Yikhail Gorbvachev and Yonald Reagan. 


President Ronald Reagan and -seneral Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev have agreed * meet 
Revk javik, Icelard, on ictohber bi-ic L9R6. The meeting was proposed vy “4inxhai 
Gorbachev and agreed to by Konaid Aeagan. The meeting is in preparation tor “4ikhail 


Gorbachev's Visit to the United St ates, 48 a@reed at eneva in Nowe mber, * 


The USSR and the USA appreciate the vernment t iceland’s wi gry wke thi 
meeting in Reykiavik possibie.” quotation ark as received 

Before you start asking questions ' would like to make a few reomar! 

We cvme to New ‘ork to attend the rty rst Session of ¢ he N. eneral ered ae 
believe this session is not an ordinary ore. Most of the statem ae ' 
anew trend in the Mating. ibe val tf words has tailen marpiy « tors 

rf concrete practical measures Aas ; ired, ae ar’ te ‘from rt ? ' ' y ‘ri 
upsurge of new energy. 

Some genuinely positive developments re ehind aplosions, 

Stockholm conterence, the signing in Vix e ot the nvent 

of nuclear power, progress cowards anning Memica, Weapons, 


by the non-aligned summit teeting in Harar: Pefort ‘Vv 





meocusiy nmakine ‘he 








strengthen security in Asia and he Pacific. The ideas outlined by Mikhail Gorbachev 
in Vladivostok have accelerated this process. Fresh approaches have emerged to the 
settlement of regional conflicts. There is an increased awareness of the importance of 
strengthening international cooperation in the economic and Sumanitarian fields. 


Those are the factors that give us hope. 


At the same time we cannot afford to induige in illusions. There has been no movement 
at all towards resolving the central probiem of our time -- the “%roblem of security for 
ill. This is profoundly disturbing *o an absoiute Majority of the world’s nations, as 
was clearly seen in the statements Dy delegates. 


we are pleased to note that the proposal tor a comprefensive system of peace and 
international security put forward Dy the socialist courtries has met with lively 
interest in the United Nations and has turned out to be in harmony with the demands of 
our time. 


we have met with representatives of over torty states. Almost al. of them questioned 
1S adout prospects for Soviet-U.S. relations and the possibility of a second summit 


while strongly favoring positive steps mn that direction. se understand that. Vot 
verything in the wor.d depends on the stat: ff Soviet -aAmer im relations Out «a *at 

j@ ai loes depend mm woe. AS ‘or j ‘ r j sDaIct ye: e ~ he at ‘ juestiou t 
mes down to our two sitries. 

The world will live in a state f recurrent tevegt ihe ; hore ! uv C-U.N. 

relations remains for a iong time at 4 critically dangerous .eve 


That temperature cannot de Drought down if the arms race is not efttectively stopped -- 
which, of course, implies preventing its spread to outer space ind if movement is 
not begun towards disarmament and cont .dence-building. 


Under these circumstances, the 5oviet ,eadersnis believes that what is required is 
extra-powerful stimuli, a start on the most direct and the shortest road leading to 


results. 


As instructed by “Mikhail Gorbachev, onveyed *o President Weagan «a proposal for an 
irgent meeting between the top leaders ot the Suviet Union and the United States. The 
President accepted Mikhail Gorbachev’ proposal and the geeting wiil take place in 


celand oa Uctober li and 12. 

The meeting does not reglace Mikhail Corbachev's visit to the Caited States agreed upon 
earlier in Geneva. The general secretary will visit the United States at a date that 
“will be agreed between nim and President Reagan. 

As for the “interim” meeting, the objective s ' make a direct assessment of the 
situation ind work out some ,@ar instructions ‘ gnhed fo achieve progress in some 
questiors relating to nuclear arms - progress pull en tor ittaining substantial 
resuits. 

wd of purse, it is s0t ruied vul that “matters I aterai et-American relations 
is we.,, as those onmected with fregiona: ont » ate ‘| ther problems of mutual 
\MNterest Wi. e 4180 discussed at the eeting. 

4 FLV. t ntacts with the > vit tra vas vi New ork tooe 


me ' i ot \cated awnd sometimes dramati aL MH) ere, ae "e t, ‘Yowewer, tt 








was so complicated not because of 


weeks. 


tensions around the events of the past few 
The real cause was the deadlock on the issues of nuclear and space arms. 


Now that a breach in the wall has been made through joint efforts, one can state that 


the agreement on a 


hours. 


special 
constructive approach displayed by bot 
more than twenty hours negotiating 


summit 


Secretary Shultz. 


been reached thanks to the realism and 


sides. [It is not in vain that we have spent 


To be more precise -- 25 


The outcome of those negotictiuns gives us reason to hope th.t in the near future we 


shall be able to achieve more 


icant results and a turn tor the better in 


Soviet-U.S. relations and in world attairs generally. 


We have come to an understanding also with 
which have been described here 
questions regarding the Soviet citizen 
Soviet 


U.S. Government concerning 
Nicholas Daniloftf. 


[I want to be completely frank with 
rise here to competitions in 


Although one should = say 


commentaries. 


But something else 


a 4 ‘ r 
conftrontati 


there 


blinked first and who outsmarted 


shall put it this way: The 


Russian, Soviet people, ar 
neediess talk. 


Some would like to engage 


counted as if this were a base! 


We have a different idea 
solutions to problems that 
what is the most important. 


~~ 
Ww 
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By the same token, it 
for an atmosphere conducive 


» 


a decisive role can 


‘reate a good, working atCmospnere 


© 


ce piayed 


ve are optimistic. in the { 
muicn strong.v tavours a ser 
the united statés. Anda 
* . - . 
“ oo nt r iL li 
@ S 4 
r r . t 4 a 14f » 
nn Tif * ge it ae 
- ¢ r ae ¢ -_' 
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Ameri 


respect to the settlement of several cases 


4 


in such nervous and gloomy terms. I[ am reterring to the 
sennadiy Zakharov, the illegal decision of the 
Mission staft, and also the American citizen 


is Jt im se lepiura lat this Nas given 


rneteor 


i1.SO many byective rrect speeches and 

1 tact, too. There ; pecuiation as to who 

yther side and who was ywrced to his knees. I 

people cannet be torced to their knees. The 

who can be torced ¢t ‘heir knees. This is a 

febate on matters ot restige. ints are being 
i! mat le 


he crucial task tor our untries is to find 


Herein is the rux rt the matter. This is 


estige and responsibilit, tor each side to work 

if the torthcoming summit. nm this respect 

Sts -- soviet ind Amer in nes -~ who can 
successtul hoiding of the summit meeting. 

wave heard clearly the yice tf the America 

nessiike dialogues etween ‘he Soviet Union and 

ave given a4 worthy .res » to that wish. 

tussian at 2213 GM 1 : eptember transmits 

t ent, rende the f , enten: iS 

wortay esponse ‘ ipstituting 

‘ ° ihe wt”. 

iv ‘ it?s ul 

; * F it ° rye 
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Still, to some of you, I would like to say this last word: Mutual understanding and 
accord between countries and nations are worth more than shortlived sensations. 


Thank you for attention. 
Eduard Shevardnadze responded to correspondents’ questions. 


Question: What are the prospects tor Soviet-American relations? 


Answer: [ have already said that the situation now is alarming. The trouble is that 


there is no progress precisely in the main directions. Despite all these difficulties 
we are optimistic. Progress can be acnieved and we ne®d 4 Simmit Meeting to do this. 
The leaders of our countries will now de adle to p- de the appropriate stiauli and 


the necessary directives to our jelegates at the talks, as well as to the foreign 
ministers, in order to find the most sensibie solutions. the secretary of state and 


have agreed in principle that we will devote all our efforts to fulfilling our leaders’ 


Question: What new things did you bring away from the talks with Secretary of State 
Shultz? 


Answer: Talks can be conducted. And with a common desire, a sincere desire to achieve 
progress. We are capable of achieving this in the interests of both the American 
people and the Soviet people, and of all mankind. This is the main conclusion, the 
main lesson. I would add that the atmosphere that reigned at our talks, in the course 
of our dialogue with the secretary of state, this atmosphere enabled us to be frank, to 
be open, to find constructive solutions. And this despite the whole atmosphere of 
nervousness ruling around us. The atmosphere of the talks was a working one. 


Question: Why was accord not reached on a4 summit meeting m othe lited tate wily 
Iceland? 


Answer: I have stated that in the main directions, concerning problems of space and 
nuclear weapons, there is no progress despite the fact that talks are being conducted 
on the level of experts, and that of ‘toreign ministers, and at all other levels. But, 
as I said in Washington, there are prospects. Various options exist tor a solution to 
the question of medium-range Missiles too -- this is perhaps the most promising 
direction -- and on strategic, otfensive, and space weapons. There are the Soviet 
Union's compromise proposals on the whole complex of these issues. 


I would not like to say that the U.S. proposals contain not a grain of rat ality. 
The moment has now come when it is necessary to adopt a ftundamental political decision, 
determine on which questions there is tTutual understanding, and draw wy rrespondis 
draft agreements. And then, when “.s5. Gordachev's visit to the United tates takes 
place, it will be possible to sign these important agreements. 

Why Iceland? | do loubt that any ountry wuld receive the caders ft vur 
countries. But M.S. Gorbachev believes that it s a working meeting which is needed, a 
meeting in a working atmosphere, with neo ‘Xtraneous ("uss i ubiicity, na narrow 
basis. And there won be many of you reporters. nd eye javik b peaceful, 7V. 

eautiful ity, where the atmosphere itsei! S ndu fet fruit aor 
ie st t hea luc .@ar powers reac’ t Ure SOK roposa my tie 
f ’ i morenens it it sts? 











Answer: China -- a nuclear power -- does not conduct nuclear tests. The Soviet ni 
has not been conducting nuclear tests for a long time. If the United States igre 
with our proposal, I think, both the British and the French would not protest. 


I think, spokesmen of the U.S. Administration paid attention to the applause it 
session of the United Nations General Assembly which welcomed the statement by 
Soviet representative that we are prepared to sign here, within the walls otf 
Nations Organisation, an agreement Danning nuclear explosions. Applause at the Jn 
Nations is an exceptional phenomenon. With a rare exception [ did not find peop. 
indifferent to this problem. I suppose that the probies 


the audience who would be iff 
very importantly if not take the central place 4 


ending nuclear tests will figure 
summit meeting. 


Question: Apart from the meeting with U.S. Secretary of State Mr Shultz, did you have 
many other ones? How do you evaluate them? 


Answer: I have been profoundly satisfied with them. I have said in my statement that 
there were over forty of such meetings, fundamental and thorough ones. They ail wer: 


highly substantive and interesting. i got a lot from them in many respects. My 
interlocutors, possibly, have got something, too. would like to draw your attent 

to one aspect. They all asked the question. "And what about Soviet-American 
relations? Will there be a summit meeting?’ [t is good that some clarity has appeared 


in this question now. 
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U.S,-USSR NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS TALKS 


SOVIET ACADEMICS DISCUSS ISSUES AFFECTING SUMMIT 
LD282125 Moscow World Service in English 0910 GMT 28 Sep 86 


{Top Priority" program presented by Vladimir Pozner, Moscow radio correspon- 
dent, with Dr Radomir Bogdanov and Dr (Igor Molashenko) of the United States 
and Canada Institute] 


[Excerpts] [Pozner] How do you do, ladies and gentlemen, this is Vladimir 
Pozner presenting "Top Priority. We have a slight change on the panel today. 
Our usual participant, Dr Radomir Bogdanov, has invited a colleage of his, Dr 
(Igor Molashenko), also of the Institute of USA and Canadian Studies, because 
our usual participant, Dr Plekhanov, is sick. But then, on the other hand, we 
may have a new man here who will be a permanent member. Why not have three 
instead of two? 


Pozner; We move on now to a certainly as important, probvably much more important area, 
ind that is the speeches made by the chiet executive of the United States, Ronald 
Reagan, and by the Minister of Foreign Atfairs of the Soviet Union, Eduard 
Shevardnadze, «hen they addressed the General Assembly of the UN, and [ would Like both 
»f you to assess briefly, but (?succinctly), these two speeches. what was ottered, 
what are the alternatives? What is the United States proposing to the world in the 
‘rucial area of arms reduction, arms control? What is the Soviet Union proposing? 


Bogdanov; You know, my feeling is that the American President was rather talking to 
1is own, you know, Americans, than to the world’s audience, because what he was saying 
he was neglecting everything what was happening in the, the, [ mean substantial, in ‘che 
internaticnal relations. 


zner. What was he neglecting, tor instance? 


Bogdanov; He has neglected Soviet proposals. je rather distorted them. i'm sorry ¢t 
y that. Then he didn’t mention very important event im othe nternational, you «Know, 
ne SUVie?’ noratorium, like. you anOWw, Stockhoin iccess which is really all, e 

people's success. He didn’t mention, you Know, reai Soviet arms control proposals and 

e was representing, you know, a very distorted picture of the Soviet toreign policy. 
my teeling is, because [ believe that the American is very wel! informed, you «Know, 

nd he was talking, that's why I[ say rather, to his own conservative audience than to 

the worid community. What is the difference wit! ur speech, our toreign minister’ 
peech? That's what's exactly meant tor the international audience. That was very, 
ry, you know, large ‘Overing speecn in the sense that yur roreign Minister Las 
red ail the tield which are of meern to everybody on this acth. That » TV mated 
h asic difference. 














Pozner;! All right, all right. ['d Like to ask you, Dr (Muolashenko). how would you 


briefly sum up the offer, f you @#isnm, of the AMericun side, «Men you get down, ner 
. , . - as . > » , 

you boii it down to the essentlais. 10~ would you #®Valuale that. 

‘Molashenko} Well, yes, [ accept this tfer because [ think that vur foreign minister, 


‘ipate in rhetorical exchange 
irst, still [ want to mention 


Shevardnadze, made very goud é€xXamp.e, refusing C part 
with the American side. So let's talk about essentials. 
the problem otf moratorium. You «know, the Soviet Union proposed a very simple and 
straightforward thing, that to stop ail tests, al. nuclear explosions. 


‘ 
* 
_ 
a 
. 


And you know what we hear trom the American side, very strange proposal about very 
complicated procedure to verify and controi nuclear tests. 


(Pozner| If they want to verify testing, we want to verify the apsence of testing. 
(Molashenko| Exactly, yes. 
[Bogdanov] That's the basic difference. 


[Molashenko|] And the basic difference when we are talking about the Soviet -American 
negotiations in Geneva, [ would say, is a -- yes, it's subdstauntially, there are 
substantially two different approaches because the Soviet Union made a number of 
proposals in order to cut -- to have 50 percent reduction in nuclear weapons. 


[Pozner, interrupting] You're talking about strategic nuclear weapons. 


(Molashenko| Yes, and the American proposals as a matter ot fact is an attempt just to 
have a dramatic radical restructuring of the Soviet nuclear arsenal. As a matter of 


fact, it's an attempt to engage us in a new arms race because, you know, if we accept 
American proposals, for exampie, we snould create completely new strategic air force. 


(Pozner| You know, [ think that we are getting into an area that perhaps most of our 
listeners are not too familiar with. it is -= it calls tor a certain amount of 
expertise. What [ would Like you to do, you, and you, Dr Bogdanov, is if you would sum 
up what President Reagan proposed to tne world, as it were. How would you do it in the 
brietest way possible. What did he say words indistinct; let us do this? can you sum 
that up? 


[Bogdanov|] Oh, yes. [ laughs}, you know, my imptession is very clearcut impression 
that the American President has suggested to the world an American solution of all the 
problems, technologicai, you Know, breakthrough for political achievements, you know, 
and new military technology as a soiution of all political probiems, which ts to my 
mind... 

|Pozner interrupcCing! 2as iiiv, SDI. 

|Bogdanov. Basically, SDI, you know, which is.... 


|\Pozner interrupting i think nat os - i tend to agree with you. 


| Bogdanov Yes, whicn Ss basicaily American solution which is to my mind is note 


acceptabdbie for the woriad nwnUuN 


'Molashentk 















\Pozner,| Please. 


Molashenko; [ would suv that American oroposai ts an attempt to soive che probiems or 
security on American terms and the Soviet proposal is an attempt to solve the same 
problem, on the -- on terms acceptaodl= for both sides. 

And this problem of technology -- technological approach -- is just a part, as I see 


it, ot a broader American unilateral approach to the problem. 


[Pozner] I'd like to go back to Dr Bogdanov since you obviously are good at this. How 
would you sum up the Soviet proposal? 


[Bogdanov] Soviet proposal -- first of all, it is very clear you know, expression of 
the new thinking in the Soviet Union about security and toreign policy. You think it 
means, what, as my friend put it just now, reciprocal solution, mutually acceptable 
with the participation of all the interested parties; means °¢ all the world because 
there is no, nowadays, American security without Soviet security, there is no Soviet 
security without American, and there is no world security without each participant's 
security. That to my mind is a basic difference. 


[Pozner| As we wind up, would you agree with this kind of general statement that I'm 
going to make, that whereas the American -- I see it this way anyway -- that the 
American proposal tends to tell people: Let us put our faith in technology. The 
Soviet proposal tends to say: Let us put our faith in human beings and political 


will. Do you think that's true? 
[Bogdanov}] Yes, I believe you have done it very well. You've put it in a nutshell. 


(Molashenko!| Yes, [ think there is a consensus about this point between us. 
? 


[Pozner] Well good, let's hope that we have a consensus on a broader basis than just 


between us. 
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U.S.-USSR NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS TALKS 


FRG PAPERS PREDICT SUPERPOWER COMPROMISE ON ARMS CONTROL 
SDI Viewed as Central Question 

Frankfurt FRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU in German 2 Aug 86 p 3 

{Editorial by Erich Hauser: "Rezgan's Poker Game") 


[Text] In the disarmament poker game between Washington and Moscow there is 
only one fixed date: President Reagan's term of office ends on 20 January 1989, 
Torn between "doves" and “hawks,” he probably does not know himself whether or 
not he wishes to go down in history as the "Peace President.” At least he 
plays the game with a cold-bloodedness and a constant alternating of positive 
and negative statements which practically appear to leave the decision--through 
greater and greater concessions--up to his opponent Mikhail Gorbachev. 


The unconventional CPSU boss has apparently succeeded in the Kremlin in dimin- 
ishing the influence of the “hawks" in the military apparatus and of hoary 
diplomacy. Indeed to achieve the resumption of the General Talks between the 
two superpowers Gorbachev threw overboard all that which the West had been 
threatened for the stationing of U.S. intermediate-range missiles in Europe 
which began in 1983, 


Gorbachev then proceeded with further clever moves in such an unrestrained 
manner that even experienced disarmament experts of the NATO countries at first 
wanted to believe that it was only propaganda. Example: Elimination of all 
atomic weapons of both blocs by the end of the century. Western military offi- 
cials became perturbed because the NATO strategy of "flexible response" appeared 
to be endangered--to be sure, exactly as with Reagan's SDI program of a missile 
defense in space which, according to the President's great vision, would sup- 
posedly make all atomic weapons "obsolete" on the same timetable. 


With further clever concessionary moves, however, the Kremlin boss gained 
greater and greater credibility among Washington's allies. In addition to the 
elimination of intermediate-range missiles on both sides, he also no longer was 
excluding nuclear missiles of shorter range. At the Budapest Conference of the 
Warsaw Pact he issued an offer concerning the reduction of nonnuclear equipped 
troops in the whole of Europe, whereby Soviet superiority could lose some of 
its threatening nature. He broke the hitherto operative taboo for all East 
Bloc military officials--mutual on-site inspections for the "verification" of 
disarmament--although the East's qualifying compromise formulas at the various 
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levels of East-West negotiations still remain the weakest point of Gorbachev's 
initiatives. 


After renewed contacts with London and Paris, Moscow also let the question of 
British and French atomic weapons go by the board--at least for the time being. 
In his wooing of the European NATO partners, the Kremlin boss can now chalk up 
considerable points as a result of the success of his "flexibility." At the 
NATO Ministerial Conference in Halifax at the end of May, all the allies of 

the United States were horrified and devressed because just prior to it, Reagan 
had announced he would no longer abide by the Soviet-American SALT II Treaty 
tor the Limitation of strategic weapons as of the fall because of alleged vio- 
lations by Moscow. The treaty, which in fact expired at the end of 1985, had 
never been ratified by the U.S. Senate. 


For Reagan this notice is only a ploy to make Moscow vet more flexible. Both 
sides are already talking with each other about an interim-treaty which would 
represent an initial step towards the step-by-step elimination of atomic weapons 
and would replace SALT II. For the U.S. President it is really a matter of his 
SDI project, which he would like to leave to posterity as his most important 
accomplishment and which, on the other hand, is for Gorbachev that time bomb in 
space which he would like to defuse. Already prior to the Ceneva Reagan- 
Gorbachev summit of last year Washington offered the Soviets a compromise 

which would give Moscow guarantees against the surprise subsequent deployment 
of an SDI system, but at the same time would permit the Americans the testing 
of system components under certain circumstances. 


Both sides appear to be moving towards a compromise on this question. The 
European allies see Gorbachev's willingnessto oblige as so far-reaching that 
West German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher, after his most recent 
visit to Moscow, opined that one must now tump at the opportunity. Disarma- 
ment in Europe is for both superpowers more or less a secondary matter. They 
are concerned with the reduction of strategic offensive weapons, with the 
question of second-strike capability, and with SDI. It is the Europeans’ 
worry that nothing in the way of disarmament will come about before the super- 
powers have agreed. 


Reagan, with his high-stakes poker playing, can chalk up uninterrupted popular- 
ity in the United States. To date, each time he has upped the ante in the 

face of Eurupean concerns, he has obtained still more concessions from Moscow. 
Gorbachev, with his flexibility, has increased the tensions within NATO. For 
him a time may come when he will break off the game or will be forced to do 
so--at least until the next U.S. presidential election. Reagan's successor in 
the White House would then have much to do to first mend the political damage 
in the NATO alliance. 
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November Summit Seen Likely 
Berlin DER TAGESSPIEGEL in German 26 Jul 86 p 1 
[Editorial by Bn: "Armament Matter in Motion"] 


[Text] The signs appear favorable for a summit meeting betweer President 
Reagan and Party Chief Gorbachev in November if unforeseen incidents which 
would permanently worsen the political climate do not occur. In the process, 
it is expected that something in the area of disarmament will be set in 
motion and that the two most powerfui leaders of the Western and Eastern 
worlds will, at their second meeting, be able to come before the public not 
only with declarations of good will, but with concrete agreements. 


The heretofore lamented immobility on the American side has given way to a 
tactic of sounding out, which makes use of Gorbachev's suggestions to date to 
link them up with Washington's conceptions. This search for compromise is 
made easier by a new flexibility, heretofore absent on the Soviet side, on the 
issue of inspection, which for President Reagan is the beginning and end of 
any arms agreement. Here are starting points, not only for the efforts of the 
Europeans for confidence-building measures, but also for the conclusion of a 
worldwide, supervised prohibition of chemical weapons, which go beyond anything 
which is currently under discussion in the area of chemical-weapon-free zones. 


New discussions began yesterday in Geneva on a complete ban on nuclear weapons 
testing. The Americans, who conducted a total of 15 underground nuclear tests 
during the Soviet moratorium ordered by Gorbachev, and have now apparently 
made up for their "arrearage," will presumably make their future position 
dependent upon Soviet willingness to allow direct inspection. 


The American announcement that they will no longer abide by the missile lLimi- 
tations of the SALT II Treaty could become meaningless as a result of a 30- 
percent reduction of offensive missile weapons proposed by Gorbachev. Discus- 
sions on this subject, which also touch upon the extension of the ABM treaty 
regarding the limitation of missile defense systems, likewise began this week 
in Geneva apart from the arms control negotiations, which have been postponed 
until September. 


According to reports, Reagan is prepared to delay the deployment of his SDI- 
system by 5 to 7 years in return for a generous interpretation of this ABM 
treaty by Gorbachev--that is, for dispensation for SDI experiments. 

Reagan Wants Effective Treaty 


Bonn DIE WELT in German 4 Aug p 2 


[Editorial by Fritz Wirth: "They Are Getting Serious About the Reagan- 
Gorbachev Summit--The Soviets, However, Do Not Want To Appear as Losers 
Again" | 


[Text] The contents of the latest correspondence between Reagan and Gorbachev 
are known only by intimation. The 3-day visit of Deputy Foreiga Minister 
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Bessmertnich to Washington came off without any concrete information about its 
results reaching the outside, and the details of former President nixon's 
visit to the Kremlin, which most certainly was politically important, remained 
uncertain. 


Those are all good signs because they prove that they are serious about the 
upcoming summit and they are aiming at concrete results. And this is not sur- 
prising because both sides wanted and still want the summit for good reasons. 


Reagan's critics, following the announcement of the abrogation of the SALT 
Treaty, ascribed to him a destructive Ostpolitik and disinterest in any 
agreement with the Kremlin. They should have known: This President does not 
intend to go down in history as the undertaker of Ostpolitik. But he has set 
up some ambitious hurdles: He does not want just any results, but effective 
and lasting agreements. 


The SALT II Treaty does not belong to this category. Something many over- 
looked: When Reagan dropped it, he did not simultaneously drop the principle 
of nuclear arms limitation in the process. It is Reagan’s aim to finish his 
second term in office with a durable agreement. His timetable calls for 
working out the skeleton of this agreement at the upcoming summit, then having 
the experts polish it up for 12 months, signing it during his planned visit In 
Moscow in 1987, and having it ratified in 1988 by Cyngress. 


Gorbachev's starting position for the summit at the end of this year is more 
ticklish. There is agreement in Washington as well as in the Kremlin that the 
Geneva summit was a setback and disappointment for Gorbachev. He left the 
scene as the clear lower. Geneva must not be allowed to be repeated; that tis 
the reason for the aggressiveness and harshness with which Gorbachev prepared 
the next summit. 


Successfully, Gorbachev achieved more in this way than he accomplished last 
November in 3 days of discussions with Reagan: In Geneva, SDI was a taboo 
subject for Reagan. Now, however, it is on the negotiating table even before 
the second summit has begun. In the last letter he offered the Kremlin, as 
one hears, a /-year moratorium on the deployment of SDI. 


It is not true that this is an empty American gesture because the SDI program 
will only be ready for deployment in 8 to 10 years in any case. In this case, 
something on the American side began to move. While to date SDI has not been 
a “negotiating item" for the Reagan Administration, Ronald Reagan used new 
formulations this week. He was not only saying that he would not let SDI be 
“negotiated away." 


The concessions in the forefield of the summit confirm: Washington is serious 
about an arms agreement. The new tensions and rifts in the Reagan Administra- 
tion, particuarly between the Pentagon and the State Department, show just how 
serious. The fissures opening up here show that the new National Security 
Advisory Poindexter is lacking the integrating strength of his predecessor 
McFarlane, who was able to keep the last summit and its preparations from 
these tensions. It will require decisive intervention by Reagan to prevent 
these disputes from becoming a burden for the American negotiating position. 
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The worries and concerns of the defenders of an unscathed SDI program are, 
moreover, to be taken very seriously. With the proffered 7-year moratorium 
on deployment, the Soviets, for the first time, have their root in the door 
of the SDI program. For a moratorium will have as a consequence that Con- 
gress, in any case becoming more and more unwilling to pay for it, will 
reduce even more its financial support for this program during these 7 years, 
which could delay the SDI timetable even further. 


These burdens have created for Reagan even greater pressure to succeed at the 
summit. And one of the most important criteria will be not only to what 
degree the SDI program remains intact for the future, but whether Reagan can 
succeed in frustrating the Soviets’ plans to make the next meeting a purely 
“missile summit." 


In their summit offensive of the past months there are still many problems-- 
crisis areas, as it were, by the names of Afghanistan, Angola, Ethiopia, and 
Nicaragua--in which the Soviets operate from a fragile defensive position. 
They must, as quickly and urgently as possible, become discussion topics iu 
the forefield of this summit. 
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U.S.-USSR NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS TALKS 


ITALIAN OFFICIALS ON U.S.-USSR MEETING 


PMO31308 Rome AVANTI! in Italian 1 Oct 86 pp 1, 


[Unattributed report: 


[Text] Prime Minister Craxi was informed in advance in a special 
confidential message about the informa! mecting scheduled for 
11-12 October in Reykjavik between US. President Reagan and 
CPSU General Secretary Gorbachev. This is stated in a Chigi 
Palace communique which adds that Prime Minister Cran: was 
also given advance notice of the natur:, form, and aims of the 
meeting within the framework of the close and constant consulta- 
tions that exist between Italy and the (United States on particu- 
to President Reagan his appreciation of this new development, 
which the Itaiian Government believes reflects a shared desire to 
seck substantive progress not only on arms control but on the 
broadest range of East-West problems. 


Recently, Craxi said, there has been a clear awareness of the 
possibility of better exploiting the potential of comprehensive 
negotiations, especially in connection with an understanding on 
arms reduction controls, though unconrected events - now 
resolved — did cast new shadows and uncertainties 


Foreign Minister Andreotti had this to say about the positive 
conclusion to the crisis over the Daniloff affair, “I had no doubt 
that the case would be resolved because of the obvious dispropor- 
tion between this episode and the historic importance of the 
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"Craxi Welcomes New Developments") 


US -USSR negotiations as a whole | can say that | received 
confirmation of this in my conversations with Shultz and 
Shevardnadze and | conveyed this unequivocally to journshsts in 
New York.” 


Andreotti continued) “Now we have the clear assertion from 
Reagan that good progress has been made in preparations for the 
summit and | believe that, little by little, things will proceed in 
the right direction.” “The most urgent topics,” Andreotti's 
statement continues, “seem to me to be the European missilesand 
chemical weapons, which must be banned completely The adver. 
saries of dialogue in both Washington and Moscow will nut 
remain silent. The Daniloff affair was claguent in this respect 
All those — and they are ina large majority — who want positive 
conclusions to be reached must be vigilant and assertive © 


“The solution of the Daniloff affair is a good thing particularly 


said by Deputy Prime Minister Arnaido Foriam. “In this connec- 
tion,” he added, “it is also significant that for the first tome the 
desire has been expressed to negtiate the reduction of medium. 
range missiles in Europe, indepes.dently of the French and British 
missiles © 
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U.S. OFFENSIVE NUCLEAR ARMS POLICY CALLED CHALLENGE 


[Article by John 8arrett! 


[Text ] 
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be allowed to research, 
develop and deploy. In particular, since June. 
negotiations have included the question of 
cominued adherence to the Anti-Ballistic 
Missile (ABM) Treaty of 1972. 

The thinking undertying the ABM Treaty 
was that, if both superpowers were confident 
their retaliatory forces could not be defeated 
by unrestricted ABM systems, ‘hey could 
start to think about reducing offensive weap- 
ons in a step-by-step manner (through SALT 
Il and its successors). However, the resur. 
gence of strategic defences has put pressure 
on this approach and raised difficult ques. 
trons concerning the relationship between 


in English 19 Sep 86 p A? 
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ron . 
tegic muissilelaunchers and bombers, each 
side would pledge not to withdraw from the 
20 years. (The treaty as 
imated duration and allows 
al on six months’ notce if dictated 
by “supreme national interests."*) 


for a “grand compromise” — that is, to re. 
strain, albert very loosety, its SDI program in 
return for strategic arms reductions. On July 
235, Mr. Reagan sent a letter to Mr. Gorte. 


al deployment — be allowed for the next five 
years. After that, both sides would have two 
years to hammer out an arrangement on 
defensive deployment of ABM systems re. 
sulting from such research, development and 
testing. If after these seven years no arrange. 
ment is reached, the United States could 
withdraw from the treaty and bern deploy 
im Star Wars weapons The withdrawal m 
just what the Soeveet Unren wants to prevent 
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risk of overturning this arms<or* 


to renegotiate the ABM T 
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U.S.-USSR NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS TALKS 


CANADIAN EDIYORIAL SEES GROUNDS FOR HOPE IN NST ROUND 


Ottawa THE CITIZEN in English 19 Sep 86 p A8 


[Text ] 


The sixth round of the latest series of U.S.- 

Soviet arms reduction talks opened in Geneva 
Thursday. Many consider it a make-or-break 
one. 
There must be a bilateral arms agreement 
of some sort if there is to be a second sum- 
mit. And there isn’t much time left if the 
Washington meeting is to be held this year as 
agreed. 

In a broader sense, President Reagan's 
term in office is soon entering its last lap. 
His organizers want him to make his mark in 
the peace field as well as the armed-strength 
one. What better way of starting to do this 
than by concluding a nuclear arms reduction 
agreement — the first of the nuclear age’ 

All this adds up to a hopeful feeling that 
this time Geneva will accomplish something. 
There are even signs that Mikhail Gorbachev 
also wants it to succeed. 

The most immediate area for success ap- 
pears to be that of intermediate-range nucle- 
ar forces (INF). These understandably con- 
cern European governments, East and West, 
because their range on both sides is sufficient 
to reach all their capitals and the time for 
doing so is very short. 

Mcre specifically, both sides are leaning 
toward an interim INF accord. It’s just a 
question of numbers. How many will each 
side be allowed to retain in Europe? And, by 
subtraction from an agreed global limit, how 
many SS-20s will the Russians be able to 
keep in Asia? 
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In recent private preliminary discussions, 
the Soviet Union dropped its demand that 
British and French nuclear forces be counted 
as part of an agreement. The removal of that 
stumbling-block augurs well for the future 

In the field of longer-range strategic nucle- 
ar weapons, there are also grounds for some 
optimism. 

The Americans may now propose a com- 
bined limit on strategic missiles and bomb- 
ers. The Soviets would be allowed to main- 
tain their intercontinental ballistic missile 
(ICBM) superiority while the U.S. could keep 
its advantage in bomber numbers without 
causing Moscow undue concern. 

The compromise total figure about to be 
formally proposed in Geneva is 1,600 — cer- 
tainly cold comfort for nuclear war worriers 
but down some 30 per cent from present-day 
numbers. 

It's doubtful that an overall agreement can 
be reached in the near future on these strate- 
gic offensive weapons. It would have to be 
linked to one on strategic defence weapons 
And there there must first be agreement on 
how long activities must be confined to re- 
search 

Whether the sixth round lives up to expec- 
tations is a highly political matter requiring 
the decision of both superpower leaders. Un- 
fortunately the Daniloff affair could poison 
the atmosphere if Gorbachev allows it to 











INTERMEDIATE-RANGE NUCLEAR FORCES 


SWITZERLAND: DAENIKER VIEWS PROSPECTS FOR DISARMAMENT 
Zurich DIE WELTWOCHE in German 14 Aug 86 pp 1-2 


[Unattributed article: "True Peace Will Not Break Out Tomorrow--Division 
Commander Daeniker on East-West Confrontation and Chances for Disarmament" ] 


[Text] Division Commander [Major General] Gustav Daeniker, born 1928, PhD, 
historian, member of the Institute for Strategic Studies in London, is chief 
of staff for operational training of the Group for General Staff Services. 


Who remembers 1983? With its huge peace demonstrations, mainly in the FRG? 
With its appeal to the Reagan administration to desist from its “warmongering 
politics?" With demands for NATO to refrain from its planned counterarming, 
regardless of the Soviet SS-20 threat, because other-vise open conflict would 
be unavoidable? (In that year, an article in these pages began with the 
sentence: "There will be no war." A greater than normal number of letters 

to the editor came in. All of them came from concerned citizens, the majority 
from peace activists. They were in opposition. There were accusations of 
irresponsibility. They stated that, on the contrary, war was about to break 
out....) 


Today, the trend is just the opposite. Peace, rather than war, is conjured 
up. It is just around the corner, we are told. Only a few obstructionists 
keep it from coming into being. There is talk not only of arms control but 
even of general disarmament. There was, of course, a short lull after the 
Geneva summit, but things are moving again. Serious Soviet proposals re- 
portedly have been submitted. "Even" the U.S. side is said to have shown some 
"movement." Both sides are alleged to have given ground on preconditions for 
SDI and numbers of missiles. Thus there should be nothing to impede a second 
Reagan-Gorbachev meeting and an agreement that could entail not only lLimita- 
tion, but indeed a reduction of strategic arms. What proof is being offered 
to justify this optimism? Gorbachev is said to be in dire need of concen- 
trating on his economic reform program, while Reagan wants to go down in 
history as a peacemaker. 


It is not difficult to act as a wet blanket here and to risk being counted 
among those despicable hardliners, incorrigible military minds, and sinister 
arms lobbyists who are accused of still opposing the new process of detente. 
But aren't there some warnings to be heeded also? Can the memories of 








historic experiences and the peculiarities of our complex strategic system be 
disregarded for the sake of wishful thinking? These warning signs are indeed 
substantial enough to lead to this conclusion: Peace is not that close--un- 

fortunately--at least not any real peace. The average European would be well 
advised not to let his hopes run away with hin. 


Nevertheless, analysts agree on one thing: The resumption of disarmament 
talks between the great powers is a good sign. Now there are bilateral talks 
about nuclear weapons testing. The Soviet moratorium has produced some effect 
by leading the American to signal their readiness to negotiate a complete 
abandonment of testing, even though until now they have always placed maximum 
emphasis on verification. 


The immovable positions with regard to SALT LI also appear to have loosened 
somewhat. President Reagan's threat to abandon the expired and never rati- 
fied agreement on strategic arms limitation has apparently led to a concili- 
atory move by the Soviets. There is no longer any talk about the precondition 
of abandoning SDI prior to negotiations on reducing strategic systems--another 
lesson for those who are forever advocating Western concessions. 


But that is not all. General Secretary Gorbachev's major disarmament of fen- 
sive, which has been rolling on since the beginning of this year, effectively 
bolstered by recent announcements of troop reductions in Afghanistan and in 
Mongolia, is now being brought to the conference table. 


Agreement is possible at least in the area of medium-range weapons (SS-20's 
and Pershing II's). Wasn't it President Reagan who some years ago proposed 
the so-called "zero option" (zero on both sides), an idea that has recently 
surfaced in Soviet proposals, at least for Europe, after previously having 

been totally rejected? 


It is only one step from such straws in the wind to a belief in shining 
visions. Some people believe in the possibility of abandoning the fragile 
and highly amoral strategy of "mutual assured destruction" and of attaining 
a combination of offensive and defensive systems on both sides that would 
provide greater stability and less devastation in case of war, 


Germans in parcicular believe that the time has come to relieve the pressure 
on Central Europe, which appears hardly tolerable any more as a "superpower 
target range," where thousands of nuclear warheads and thousands upon 
thousands of soldiers, tanks, guns and aircraft are stationed. A "demobili- 
zation from the Atlantic to the Urals," as proposed by the Warsaw Pact in 
Budapest on 11 June 1986, has a most attractive ring in many people's ears, 


Despite Chernobyl, which glaringly illuminated the meaning of security to the 
Eastern supet power, there continues to be talk of a "security partnership." 
It postulates that security must be achieved by effectively incorporating the 
adversary's problems into one's own strategic thinking rather than continuing 
the dangerous and senseless spiral of the arms race, Recently, Eastern and 
Western military experts have submitted a jointly produced study incorporating 
this idea, showing how security and mutual trust could be enhanced by increas- 
ing military defensive capabilities only, while Limiting offensive potential 








and specifically by eliminating those weapons that might be tempting to use 
for a preventive strike. 


Hopes are expressed for solving the problems of nuclear weapons in Europe with 
similar ideas. There should no longer be any talk of "first use" or "early 
first use." With a reduction of the threat, the counterthreat would diminish 
automatically. The important thing would be for one side to start with arms 
reductions. Then the other states would only wait for the opportunity to 
emulate a convincing example. 


From the global strategic viewpoint it is evident that things are not that 
simple--no one knows for sure as yet what will become of SDI. Will an entire 
continent someday be able to rely on it for protection, even if the adversary 
finds ways of improving his offensive capabilities? Or will it result merely 
in securing retaliatory capability by protecting ICBM launch facilities that 
would otherwise be destroyed in a first strike? Technological insecurity is 
clearly reflected in the lack of strategic concepts. At present, everything 
is obviously based on far-reaching speculation. 


The Americans want to reduce today's number of strategic warheads from about 
12,000 to 6,000--they are worried about the ongoing Soviet buildup in this 
area. The Soviets appear satisfied with a top limit of 8,000. Is a “great 
compromise" conceivable here, even though each of the armed forces concerned 
is organized differently and has different points of emphasis in their 
strategic systems? Is it conceivable that the strategists even of a single 
country could agree on a solution? A case can be made for the "hardliners" 
who are totally opposed to a weakening of the proven retaliatory strategy, 
despite its ethical and alliance policy drawbacks. They consider an agree- 
ment that would be tantamount to an invitation to violations, thus engender- 
ing constant ill-feeling, to be worse than no agreement at all. Henry 
Kissinger's statement is most significant: "I would like to see the systems 
analyst who distributes the remaining war heads (8,000 if the Soviet proposal 
were to be accepted, or 6,000 in the U.S. version) in a way that would reduce 
the threat each side represents to the other." 


However, strategy cannot iimit itself merely to the elimination of old threats. 
It must, more importantly, deal with new ones. In 1977 Helmut Schmidt was the 
first to publicly point out the threat posed by the Soviet SS-20 buildup to 

the West. The traumatic memory of the subsequent counterarming process with 
its internal conflicts and those within the alliance today obviates a similar 
warning shot with respect to the new Soviet SS-21, SS-22 and SS-23 operational- 
tactical "Short-range systems.” This new threat is being relegated to expert 
discussions among the military, or even the defense ministers. 


What is involved here is nothing more or less than Moscow's principal new 


military option. These missiles, initially designated as counter-counterarms 
(ranges: SS<21--120 km; SS-22--900 km; SS-23--500 km), are capable of much 
more than merely countering the Pershing II's and Western cruise missiles that 
are covered by the SS-20' several times over. Launch sites in the East 
European countries cart ver large areas not only of the FRG, but all of 


Western Europe. New types of warheads, even for non-nuclear strikes, and 














great target accuracy provide these systems with special flexibility. There- 
fore, conventional or even chemical preparations fired against central head- 
quarters, nuclear arms depots, air defense facilities and replacement depots 
for overseas reinforcements are quite conceivable. The corresponding NATO 
weapons (Pershing I and Lance) are totally inadequate for a response. 


Such a sudden concentration of fire could become a deadly strike in combina- 
tion with air attacks and quick assaults by “operational maneuver groups" 

(Red Army assault units), which are designed for quick penetrations in the 
depth of the Western defense. Of potentially equally great significance is 
the fact that this new capability provides the Soviet conventional arsenal 
with an additional dimension at just the moment when both sides are attempting 
to raise the nuclear threshold and even the Soviet side concedes the necessity 
for reducing conventional forces. Even if both of these could be implemented, 
Moscow's short-range missiles still constitute a sizeable leverage. Its 
military superiority will retain its clear political effectiveness during the 
balance of the 20th Century. 


In any case, the NATO commander-in-chief, General Rogers, keeps repeating that 
the main danger to Europe lies in political blackmail. He is in favor of 
adequate counterpressure, of maintaining a balanced weapons mix--including the 
Pershing II--and of establishing a.ballistic missile defense in the European 
theater. In this, he is not afraid to go against some opinions, even thos¢ 
coming from the White House. To a frontline soldier like Rogers, charity 
begins at home. Is the global SDI to be supplemented by a European Defense 
Initiative (EDI) ? The first steps have been taken. 


Caution Rather Than Euphoria 


The neutrals’ fateful decision is to either bide their time and hope for a 
disarmament miracle, or to continue to keep their powder dry. The Warsaw Pact 
has offered them the right to participate in the proposed new negotiations. 
They will have to remain aware of the fact that readiness to talk does not 
preclude vigilance any more than the other way around. Both appear to be nec- 
essary. Despite all doubts to the contrary, let us assume finally that the 
new resolve to implement arms control will gain a foothold on both sides and 
that solutions can be found within the foreseeable future that will satisfy 
all concerned, Nuclear weapons would be removed and conventional parity would 
be established. Would this lead to the elimination of power politics amon; 
the superpowers and national states, or would they--incapable of waging war, 
unable to wage peace--resort all the more to those indirect means whose pro- 
liferation we are presently witnessing in such a dramatic manner: economi« 
pressure, civil and military espionage, sabotage and terrorist acts, and 
continued proof that a divergence of opinions leads to suspicion and sooner 

or later to the use of force? 


Historic experience and our understanding of human nature unfortunately lead 
us to conclude that indirect and subversive methods--thanks in part to Cech- 
nological progress--would continue unabated. Perpetrators and precedents o! 
all types are available in and around Europe. Everyone knows that in such 4 
conflict the Western democracies would be particularly vulnerable in vi: 


their open societal structure and the vulnerability of their facilities. 


, 
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All the foregoing does not mean that war is unavoidable. It merely means that 
true detente--not only verbal but implemented by credible measures--will not 
occur very soon; not to mention true peace. Detente and peace are not the 
consequence but rather a basic prerequisite for effective arms control and dis- 
armament. Nevertheless, the unsatisfying opposite path is also valid: the 
search for military-technological concepts that take into consideration the 
security requirements of all concerned. 


But would it be asking too much to hold back on disarmament euphoria and 
enthusiasm in favor of constructive caution? Public pressure on governments, 
the abandonment of obsolete concepts of maximum arms buildups, and efforts to 
dismantle military organizations promote peace only until they degenerate into 
a demand for disarmament at any price. Patiently negotiated small steps that 
do not create vulnerability and indicate goodwill to the negotiating partner 
as well as the immovable intention of maintaining self-determination are at 
the present time not only the best result, but probably the only path toward 
greater security. 


9273/12859 
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CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


USSR MEDIA ASSESS RESULTS OF SECOND BW CONFERENCE 
U.S. ‘'Confrontational' 
LD271134 Moscow TASS in English 1105 GMT 27 Sep 86 
[Text] Geneva, 27 Sep (TASS)—By TASS correspondent Yevgeniy Korzhev: 


The second review conference on the convention on the prohibition of the de- 
velopment, and stockpiling of bacteriological (biological) and toxic weapons 
and on their destruction has ended here after three weeks of deliberations, 


[ts final declaration stressed the great significance of that document, the tirst-ever 
measure of real disarmament in the history of international relations, which is part of 
the package of arms control treaties and agreement in effect today. 


Delegations from 63 of the 100-odd countries which are parties to the convention and 
another 4 countries which have signed but not ratified the document reaffirmed their 
support and commitment to its principles and goals, urged all states to refrain from 
any action that could jeopardize it and reiterated their determination compietely to 
exclude the possible use of bacteriological (biological) agents and toxins as weapons. 


The final declaration confirmed that the convention covered all microorganisms and 
toxins regardless of their origin and stressed the importance of international 
cooperation in peaceful bacteriological (biological) activities. 


The conferees also emphasized the need to conclude talks on a chemical warfare agents 
ban as soon as possible and thus outlaw yet another kind of weapons of mass 
annihilation, which would help progress towards general and complete disarmament. 


During the conference most of the attending delegations displayed a desire to 
strengthen it and increase its effectiveness and authority. The bulk of their 
proposals, including those for streamlining the convention's verification machinery and 
effecting some conf idence-building measures, were along these lines. 


Speaking at the final session, Viktor Israelyan, leader of the delegation of the 
delegation from the USSR, said the Soviet delegation also took a number of important 
steps in this direction and suggested drafting and adopting an extra protocol to the 
convention to provide for measures to enhance the system of verification. 


Along with that, it backed a whole number of confidence-building measures, including 
exchanges of data on research centers involved in biological studies and on all 
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outbreaks of infectious diseases and the forming of expert groups to discuss new 
advances in biology with a bearing on compliance with the convention. 


[sraelyan said that as a depusitory state, the Soviet Union is aware of its 
responsibility in that connection and prepared to cooperate with all parties to the 
convention in the search for and implementation of concrete practical measures to 
strengthen the important international legal document. 


According to an opinion expressed in conference circles, the meeting's results in 
these conditions could have been even more concrete had it not been for the position 
taken by the delegation of the United States and some other Western countries. 


The American delegation attempted to foment a spirit of confrontation by groundlessly 
accusing the Soviet Union of violating the convention, and refused to support wishes 
expressed by other participants foc working out additional international legal 
commitments and broadening peaceful cooperation in the use otf achievements of 
biological science, in which developing nations were particularly interested. 


Israelyan: Conference Results Positive 


; 


PM291147 Moscow IZVESTIYA (Morning Edition) in Russian 29 Sep 86 p 4 


(Report on interview with V.L. [sraelyan, head of Soviet delegation to the Geneva toxic 
weapons ban talks, dy unnamed [IZVESTIYA Correspondent in Geneva: "Cail for 
Cooperation” -- date of interview not given) 


[Text | seneva -- The second review conference on the effect of the Convention on the 
Prohibition of the Deve lopment ‘razrabotka|) Production, ind Stockpiling ot 
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxic Weapons and on Their Destruction has ended its 
work at the Palais des Nations. 


Plenary sessions and working groups discussed questions of strengthening the convention 
and effectively implementing all its provisions. The majority of delegates submitted 
constructive proposals at the conference, Dut a clearly dissonant chord was struck by 
the statement made by the U.S. delegation, which desired to undermine the convention 
and made unjustified accusations against the Soviet Union. This ybstructionist 
approach was condemned at the conference. 


What are the results of the Geneva meeting? This was the juestion asked yf sOViet 
delegation head V.L. [sraelyan by an [ZVESTIYA Correspondent. 

The overwhelming majority of delegations, he said, displayed their interest iin 
strengthening the convention, and this is the avenue followed by the main bulk { 
proposais that were put torward, particuiarly as regards questions of improving byes 
convention's verification kontrolnyy machinery ind implementing 1 nusnbet rf 
confidence-building measures. As for the Soviet delegation, it did everything withi 
its power to resolve the main task facing the conference, which we perceived is 
strengthening the convention on the prohibition of bacteriological weapons by i! 
means. The Soviet Union undertook a number of very mportant steps nm this «it t 

at the ‘“onference. ae submitted ' proposal ror the ‘lLaboratton and wdopt yn t ' 
supplement iry protucol to the convention which wouid provide tor Measures ft 

the verification conte system. t is if 4A piso rope Phat 
specia, mrere t? t mvent 1. signatory ta id if i 








preparations, moreover 4 readiness to do this without delay, mext year for exampi-,. was 
expressed. 


It is our belief, V.L. Israelyan declared, that broad cooperation between states in 


peaceful development of biological science and the use of its achievements in the 
interests of socioeconomic, scientific, and technical Progress is an etfective wav to 
consolidate the convention's system. It can be said in this context that ume rous 
proposals to this end were suDmitted at the conference. we are convinced such an 


, 


approach will give an appropriate fillip to the further development of Lvlogical 
science and to th Yemetit of peace and progress. we consider that ¢ 
bioengineering, genetic engineering, development of effective preventive measure ine 


-- 


treatment of infectious 1Lse€ases, ima struggle against Lanct wrasites if is 
avenues in this direction. This would be in lime with the interests ot : sC.tles athe. 
moreover, would helo $0.ve severai Srooilems wnicn ire cult \ r > t le Wine 


countries. 


We consider that the results of the conference are positive, V.L. Iisraelyan said in 
conclusion, also because the convention it reviewed is a component of the osresently 
existing machinery for curbing the arms race the for disarmament. For its »oart the 
Soviet Union is prepared to cooperate constructively with all countries which are 
interested in this not in words but in deed. 


PRAVDA: Soviet Approach ‘Constructive’ 


PM291407 Moscow PRAVDA ‘Morning Edition) in Russian 29 Sep 84 » 


La 


[Aleksey Ivkin “Our Commentary”: “when There [Is the Will 


(Text | The second internationa, “onterence which analyzed = the jperation tf the 
Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, ind Stocxpiling of 
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction has ended in 
Geneva. 

It is no accident that the proceedings and the resuits of this ontierer ittracted the 
attention of broad ircles of the international public and led to ‘the put nm oof 
numerous commentaries im ‘he press. After all, the convention s so tar the only 
international legal document Sanning 1: whole itegory of mass destruc’ seal t 
also contains the preconditions for ‘fe ext Major step aiong the oath tf disarmament 
to be taken by tne mMmunity of states getting rid of chemical weapons, tha ; : 
AS was empnasized Sy the mferen ir’ Lpant 

This document came int being during the wriod of detente. The ven “ nade 
available for signing i: 77> and it ime into force in 1979. Mor it intries 
have now acceded *o it. rt Let as one of the first mm and 
ratify this document and ’ 1 t.y adided dy ts provisions 1 hy years, 4s 
was once again cont ir i 

Many observers note ‘hat ° roceedings were Susiness! 

on the whole. The 3} ; s. f resentative, who ts 

leveiing accusat t ron & ive be t 

the vnited states t ° . wided ai "the mor ist 

U.S representat ‘ : if the top f ‘yellow 
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raised around these accusations has long since been exposed. The “Soviet toxins 
allegedly used in Asia were proved by authcritative expert opinion to be specific bee 


secretions. 


Incidentally the United States should be the last to act as “the accuser.” While the 
forum was under way reports have appeared in the U.S. press indicating that the 
Pentagon has by no means stopped the development of bacteriological weaporls. This year 
alone 42 million dollars were appropriated in the United States for the implementation 
of 57 projects to create various types of bacteriological weapons. 


Incidentally, the Sovtetc jelegaCion did snot take the path f controntation and 
counteraccusations whicn was clearly the direction in which the Americans were trying 
to steer the conference. [t put forward proposals aimed at increasing the number of 


parties to the convention, strengthening the convention's verification mechanisa, 
expanding the use of biotechnology for peaceful purposes, and developing peaceful 
cooperation in this sphere. 


This constructive approach, supported by most of the delegations, made it possible to 
conclude the conference with the adoption of a resolution which reflects the 
international community's strong interest in maintaining the ban on the biological 
weapons and advancing toward the next stages of disarmament which -- as the 
effectiveness and viability of this convention confirms -- are not a utopia but an 
entirely feasible task given statesmen's political will and a mode of thinking that 
corresponds to the realities of our age. 


/9274 
CSO: 5200/1005 








CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


SOVIET MILITARY JOURNAL ON U.S. BINARY WEAPONRY 
Moscow VOYENNYYE ZNANIYA in Russian No 6, Jun 86 pp 20-21 
{Article by Col S. Titov: "Binary Chemical Weapons") 


(Text, E. Morev from Riga, V. Pulkovskiy from Novgorod and other readers have 
written the editorial staff requesting information about binary chemical 
weapons and how to protect oneself against then. 


We are publishing this material to assist training managers. 


Continuing the unabated arms race, U.S. militarists are expanding their 
chemical weapons arsenal even though it already contains more than 3 million 
rounds and 150,000 tons of toxic agents. Last year a joint House-Senate 
conference committee sanctioned the renewal of nerve gas production. For 
fiscal year 1986 alone about $160 million have been allocated for chemical 
warfare preparations. The complete program for modernizing the U.S. chemical 
warfare arsenal will be in excess of $10 billion. 


The U.S. Army has put special reliance on the new binary type nerve agents. 
These include VX-2 and sarin (GB-2) which are in the toxic agent tables. A 
chemical plant costing $22.1 million has been built in Pine Bluff, Arkansas. 
This facility will produce the following binary munitions: 155-mm sarin and 
205-mm VX-2 artillery rounds as well as aerial bombs. 


What are binary weapons? Conventional chemical munitions use a single 
prepared toxic agent obtained in fixed facility conditions. In opposition to 
this, binary munitions have two (hence the term) separated non-toxic or low 
toxic components. While the chemical round is in flight toward its target the 
components are mixed and there is a chemical reaction producing highly toxic 
agents, for example VX and sarin. The components used to obtain the 
corresponding toxic agent may both be liquid or a liquid and a powder. These 
Systems also contain additives, catalysts to speed the chemical reaction 
process and stabilizers which preserve the individual components and the toxic 
agent obtained. 


The enemy offensive chemical munitions include: aerial bombs, artillery 
rounds, rockets, cluster bombs, and aerial spray equipment. 
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Tne main components of any exploding type binary munition are the fuse, the 
burster, the body with chambers for the toxic agent components. Also there 
are the various auxillary components to provide for component separation and 
mixing as well as the flow of the chemical reaction. 

Figures 1 anc 2 are diagrams of a binary 200-kp gravity aerial bomb and a 
binary 155-m% artillery round with sarin-2. 


























Figure 1. Binary aerial bomb with Figure 2. Binary 155-mm artillery 
the toxic agent VX: 1 -= fill round with sarin: 1 <= fuze; 
hole; 2 -=- mixer; 3 =-=- motor; 2 -- burster; 3 -- canister DF; 

4 -- tail fins; 5 -- steel tube; 4 -- rupture disk; 5 -- canister 

6 <= liquid component; 7 -- powder JP; 6 <= body. 


(sulfur); 8 -- fuze. 


One of the components in the form of a sulphur cartridge is in the central 
tube. The body is filled with liquid 2-(diisopropylamino)ethylmethyl- 
phosphononate (component Qa). To increase the stability of this component 
during storage a stabilizer is added. The barrier between the components is 
ruptured at a pre-programmed time; they are mechanically mixed and within 5 
seconds the reaction to form the toxic agent VX-2 is completed. 


The most suitable non-toxic components for use in binary systems to form sarin 
and soman toxic agents are diphthoranhydrides and alcohol. For example, it is 
possible to use diphtoranhydride methylphosphonic acid (DF) and the isopropyl 
ester (JP). The catalyst is tertiary amin. Diphtoranhydride methylphosphonic 
acid and pinacol ester can be used to obtain soman (GD-2). 


In the estimation of foreign military specialists, binary munitions are easy 
to produce, store and employ. 


Thus, the U.S. is undertaking new dangerous steps on the path to broadening 
the arms race, exacerbating international tensions and intensifying the 
military threat. 


The position of the Soviet Union in regarc to chemical weapons is clear: 
their production and deployment must be banned and the exis. ing stockpiles 
destroyed. 


Under the increased threat that the imperialist powers will use chemical 
weapons the responsibility to improve civil defense in preparing non-military 
formations and the population to protect them from chemical weapons. This 
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formations usc antidotes -- theraputic agents capable cof neutralizing or 
€.imineting the toxic agen: [roe tne organiss. For example, atropine car 
meutraicze up to one Geadiy SoOS€ Of nerve agent. anticgcotes are usec by 
members of the CD formations at the order cf tneir commanders or or their owr 
initiative upon initial appearance of toxic agent effects. 

lf the population is to be evacuatec {roe tne chemical contazination area they 
will be notified by the DEC, housing management anc the militia over the radic 
relay network anc sobiie ioudspeaxer un:ts. Evacuatior colsection points ere 
usec to assembdie, register anc disperse pecp.e. During incependent evacuation 
from a& chemical contasinatec zone representatives of the militia and civi: 
Gefense wil. direct the population. But if there are none nearby then one 


shou.c move perpendicular to the sovemer: of the air (perpendicular to the 
wind), Staying to the high grounc and to places with good air movement. 


After exiting the chemica: contatinatec area, the gas gwasx anc protective 
clothing should only be removed wher the incividual is convinced that there is 
MO toxic agent in the air or on tne clothing. 


Chemica. monitoring is conducted in order to determine if or to what degree 
food products, water, individual protective equipment, clothes, equipment and 
transportation are contaminated. They determine if it is possible for CI 
formations and the population to operate without individual protective 
equipment and also if decontamination is necessary. Such sonitoring Gay 
identify new, unknown toxic agents. lt is accomplished by the CD formation 
uSing silitary chesical survey and chemical survey ins. uments and chemical 
saboratories with their equipment, instruments and chemical reagents. The 
results of chemical sonitoring are used to determine if facilities may be used 
for their prisary purpose. 


rr? 


Civil defense forces eliminate the effects of enemy chemical weapons. They 
organize and conduct chemical reconnaissance and rescue efforts. They provide 
medica, aid to the injured. They decontaminate terrain, structures and 
equipment, individual protection equipment and clothing. They provide for the 
compiete sanitation of contaminated peopic. 


During rescue efforts, first they locate people and determine if they can be 
reachec anc find out how many casualties there are. When rendering aid, they 
mask them, neutralize drops of toxic agents on exposed skin and clothing, anc 
waen necessaary they inject antidote. nen they evacuate the injurec to an 
assembly point where they are on the upwind side from the contaminated area. 
From these points they are evacuated to the nearest medical facilities or 
first aid detachments 

In order to keep Cb formation personnel and the population from bdecosing 
Casualties by coming in contact with contaminated equipment, transport, 
individual protective equipment and gear, they are decontaminated. This is 
done after they is evacuatec from the contaminated area to decontamination or 
relocation areas. am other words, they are treated with decontaminating 


solutions. 





The effectiveness of measures taken to eliminate the effects of enemy chemical 
weapons use is significantly increased with quality 
CD formations, workers and the population for action in chemical contaminated 


preparation of nonmilitary 


areas. 
COPYRIGHT: "Voyennyye znaniya", 1986 
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CHEMICAL/ BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


TASS: KABUL NEWS CONFERENCE SHOWS CHEMICAL WEAPONS 


LD281756 Moscow TASS in English 1448 GMT 28 Sep 86 


[Text] Kabul September 28 TASS -- Numerous specimens of chemical weapons -- grenades, 
mines and powder to poison water wells -- were shown to Afghan and foreign journalists 
at a press conference in Kabul today. 


Spokesmen of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Ministries of Defense and health of 
the Republic answered questions put by correspondents about the use of the barbarous 
means of mass destruction by the enemies of the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan. 


Way back six years ago a batch of U.S.-made chemical grenades had been intercepted in 
Herat Province, it was pointed out at the press conference. Since then numerous facts 
°f inhuman actions by the counter-revolutionaries became known to the public. The 
counterrevolutionaries became known to the public. The counterrevolutionaries use 
chemical weapons, which they get from imperialist states, against civilians. 


Sakhi Mohammad, a former member of a counter-revolutionary band, who was captured by 
the DRA's security forces during an attempt at using chemical-filled rockets in Kabul 


Province, spoke here before journalists at today's press conterence. He related that 
he had been trained in the use of these weapons by U.S. and Pakistani instructors. 
Then he was infiltrated into Afghanistan with a group consisting ot 20 
counter-revolutionaries. Two U.S. instructors were accompanying the band, giving 


practical advice for the purpose of affecting as wide an area as possible. 


Those present at the press conference could see not only the chemical weapons 
themselves but also French- and U.S.-made gas masks and special instruments to explore 
contaminated terrain. A large part of this equipment, according to reliable data, is 
supplied to Pakistan for the bandits directly by aircraft of the U.S. Air Force. 
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EUROPEAN CONFERENCES 


SOVIET ARMY PAPER COMMENTS ON CD SUMMER SESSION OPENING 


Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 8 Jun 86 p 3 


[Article by A. Yevgenyev: "Tanjible Deeds are Necessary: On the Beginning of 
the Summer Session of the Conference on Disarmament"} 


[Text] The arms race launched on earth by the United States and its NATO 
allies and Washington's plans for the militarization of space demand that the 
peoples of the world take the most resolute action in the struggle against the 
muclear threat. Under these conditions, the intensification of the entire 
mechanism of arms limitation and reduction talks takes on special 
Significance. The Geneva Conference on Disarmament, in which all nuclear 
powers and other leading military countries are participating, is called upon 
to play a large part here. 


During the years it has been at work, the conference has unquestionably made a 
definite contribution to the limiting of the arms race. Such important 
documents as treaties on the nonproliferation of nuclear weapons, on 
prohibiting the deployment of nuclear and other types of mass destruction 
weapons on or beneath the sea and ocean floor, conventions prohibiting 
bacteriological weapons and military or any other hostile use of means for 
influencing the environment, and a number of others have been developed within 
its framework. 


The radical program for freeing mankind of nuclear weapons, which was set 
forth in M. S. Gorbachev's Declaration of 15 January 1986 and approved by the 
27th CPSU Congress, created a largely new atmosphere at the conference ani 
noticeably invigorated its work. The Soviet proposals were greeted 
approvingly by the majority of countries represented at the conference, in 
particular, by practically all of the neutral and nonaligned nations. 


However, the mere approval of Soviet peace initiatives is clearly not enough. 
The task now is to devise specific measures and practical steps toward 
implementing the program for eliminating nuclear weapons before the end of the 
current century. Unfortunately, it must be said that there has been no 
appreciable progress in this regard as yet. And the main responsibility for 
this is borne by the USA and its closest NATO allies. Their efforts at the 
Geneva Conference are not by any means concentrated on the search for 
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solutions to unresolved problems but rather on the creation of an atmosphere 
of confrontation, which is a great hindrance to the commencement of practical, 
businesslike negotiations. 


The question of halting nuclear weapons tests occupies one of the central 
places in international life. And this is understandable. After all, the 
prohibition of such tests would not only make it possible to sharply scale 
down the nuclear arms race and to halt their qualitative improvement, but 
would also be a real step on the road to eliminating nuclear weapons. What is 
more, the technical aspects of concluding an agreement on halting nuclear 
tests have been worked out sufficiently and so the question of concluding such 
an agreement does not require lengthy coordination. However, the USA and its 
allies essentially support nuclear explosions, declaring them to be a virtual 
"quarantee of the effectiveness of nuclear constraint." 


The prevention of an ars race in outer space problem that gravely concerns 
all mankind. The transformation of space into an arena of military 
confrontation would dash the hopes of peoples of the world for the elimination 
of the threat of nuclear war, for salvation from nuclear arms. The position 
of the Soviet Union on this question is clear. The USSR favors the adoption 
of immediate effective measures to prohibit the creation, testing and 
deployment of offensive space weapons. What is more, these measures must be 
of a practical, tangible nature. 


It should be noted that in recent months at the Conference on Disarmament 
there has been real progress on the question of drafting a future convention 
on the total prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons. However, an 
ever greater source of concern today is the U.S. decision to begin production 
of binary chemical weapons, which will inevitably inaugurate a qualitatively 
new turn in the chemical arms race. This makes the necessity for the earliest 
possible prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons and the industrial 
base for their production even more urgent. This is the specific goal of 
proposals submitted by the Soviet Union for the conference's consideration on 
22 April 1986. The new Soviet initiatives ensure all conditions for the 
earliest possible completion of the drafting of the convention prohibiting 
chemical weapons. Any evasions or pretexts can only reveal the true face of 
those who are not ready to destroy this barbaric type of weapon. 


The events in Chernobyl raise the question of radiological weapons with 
special urgency because the scale of the tragedy that would result from the 
use of radiological weapons would be immeasurably more serious than the 
results of the accident at the Chernobyl atomic power plant. There is no 
justification whatsoever for the fact that the appropriate treaty, the draft 
of which was submitted back in 1979, still has not been agreed to. 


Integrally connected with this problem is the problem of ensuring safety in 
the development of nuclear energy--a question that is also the subject of 
negotiations at the Conference on Disarmament. Proposals submitted on 14 May 
1986 by the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee on the 
establishment of international safeguards in the development of nuclear energy 
should give an additional impetus to the work of the conference. 
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Peoples of the world are entitled to expect that participants in the summer 
session of the Conference on Disarmament, which began on 10 June, will finally 
proceed from the fruitless talks that are bogged down because of the USA to 
the preparation of an international agreement on the terms of nuclear 
disarmament. 
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EUROPEAN CONFERENCES 


IZVESTIYA INTERVIEWS INDIAN CD DELEGATION HEAD 
Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 3 Aug 86 p 4 


[Article by A. S. Gonsalves, head, Indian delegation to the Geneva Conference 
on Disarmament: "A Goodwill Gesture": j 


[Text] We are on the threshold of major, important talks on Asian and Pacific 
problems. For many years, the region's problems have been dealt with through 
confrontation, demonstrations of power, and refusal to discuss them at the 
negotiating table. The complex, time-tangled problems of Asian security are 
becoming more and more acute and unmanageable, thereby threatening the common 
security. These are very alarming symptoms and one cannot ignore the possible 
proliferation of nuclear weapons in our region, whereupon it will be more 
difficult to hold talks on reducing tensions. 


This is why I attentively studied M. S. Gorbachev's speech in Vladivostok. 
Constraint instead of confrontation--that is what I see to be the meaning of 
the Soviet Union's appeal to the international community. It has taken the 
first step and demonstrated a new approach to conflict issues: the decision 
to withdraw six regiments from Afghanistan is a practical contribution to the 
solution of complex problems pertaining to the regulation of the situation in 
Asia. In my view, these are not symbolic gestures. They are the beginning of 
true regulation, naturally assuming that other parties will respond to the 
good will and desire of the Soviet Union to seek political solutions at the 


negotiating table. 


The Soviet Union has once again confirmed the fact that it fully understands 
and respects the position of the nonaligned nations movement and their 
striving for the total elimination of nuclear weapons and other means of mass 
destruction of people on our planet. And the halting of all nuclear 
explosions and the conclusion of a treaty on the total and general prohibition 
of nuclear weapons tests must be the first step in this direction. The Soviet 
Union has also repeatedly displayed its good will on this issue, having held 
to its unilateral moratorium already for one year and having resolved the 
problem of on-sight inspection through a Soviet-American experiment in the 
vicinity of Semipalatinsk, which showed that it is entirely possible to 
monitor all nuclear explos‘ons. 


4] 





The Conference on Disarmament must make its contribution to reaching an 
agreement on the prohibition of nuclear weapons tests. Such an agreement 
would limit the arms race, all the more so that there are no technica! 
obstacles or difficulties whatsoever in the monitoring area. All that is 
needed is the political will of individual participants in the conference and 
their display of an understanding of their responsibility for the fate of 
peace and disarmament. Such an approach must also be taken regarding the 
halting of the arms race, the threat of nuclear war, and the prohibition o! 
Chemical weapons. 


In his speech in Vladivostok, M. S. Gorbachev demonstrated the dynamism of 
Soviet foreign policy and the new approach to previously deadlocked problems 
and called for the reduction of tensions in Asia and the Pacific. Goodwill! 
gestures can only be welcomed, but it is also necessary to respond to ther 
with practical action, with tangible acts of well-wishing, mutua! 
understanding and cooperation. 
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EUROPEAN CONFERENCES 


CANADIAN EDITORIAL SUGGESTS USE OF CDE ‘FORMAT’ IN FUTURE 


Jttawa THE CITIZEN in English 23 Sep 86 p A8 


(Text | 


Although the Daniloff affair has not yet 
been settled and a summit date not yet set, 
there's some cause for satisfaction in East- 
West affairs today. The European Security 
Conference reached agreement Sunday on 
confidence-building measures (CBMs). 

There was a will to succeed in Stockholm 
that could not be denied. Conditions were ide- 
al for a measure of success: there was a 
deadline to report to the coming Vienna re- 
view conference, participants included neu- 
tral and non-aligned European states wooed 
by both East and West, and to oppose the 
reasonable CBMs that emerged would have 
been like supporting sin. 

In a rare spirit of compromise, the clock 
was stopped to give more time to the negoti- 
ators, both Moscow and Washington gave in a 
bit to the other and, in the end, all sides 
could claim a victory of sorts for reason and 
against unnecessary tension. 

More specifically, since January 1984 the 
35-nation conference has been debating ways 
and means of creating an atmosphere of 
greater confidence among nations about their 
intentions concerning their respective armed 
forces. Starting next year, military exercises 
and manoeuvres involving 13,000 or more 
troops or 300 or more tanks will be subject 
‘to advance notification to all parties. If 
17,000 or more are involved, other nations 
will have the right to send observers to 
watch the movements 


There will also be aerial inspection or veri- 
fication as well as ground observation on de- 
mand when a party suspects another of vio- 
lating the agreement. The Americans con- 
ceded that Soviet aircraft could be used in 
Eastern Europe to carry neutral observers. 
Allied aircraft will be used to carry Eastern 
verifiers over Western Europe 

Basically the aim is to prevent surprise at- 
tack and to avoid a miscalculation of the oth- 
er's intentions. It's not quite an open plains 
and open skies regime but it's a meaningful 

in that direction 

ortunately the Conference on Confidence- 
and Security-Building Measures and Disarma- 
ment in Europe was not affected by the Da- 
niloff deadlock. This was a multilateral con- 
ference, not a bilateral one NATO nations 
co-operated closely with neutral and non- 
aligned ones, with Canada playing one of the 
leading roles 

From the outset, Moscow and its Warsaw 
Pact allies wanted a non-use-of-force decla- 
ration. The others wanted more substance 
The result incorporated both 

Stockholm now closes down until after 
Vienna completes its work. Its modest 
achievernent may well signal that the same 
format should be tried again later to tackle 
more ambitious multilateral arms control 
measures. In the meantime we can be thank- 
ful that all concerned were willing to sacri- 
fice some of their privacy for the greater 
perceived security of all 











NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


IZVESTIYA CITES CD ENVOYS ON SEISMIC TEST BAN VERIFICATION 
Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 24 Jul 86 p 4 


[Article by IZVESTIYA Staff Correspondent V. Kuznetsov under the rubric "At 
the Disarmament Conference": "For Effective Seismic Verification"} 


[Text] -- Geneva -- At the conference on disarmament, the 
Soviet delegation brought forth a new initiative—-the 
Gevelopment of a series of measures for the international 
seismic verification of nuclear test bans. 


As V. L. Israelyan, head of the USSR delegation, emphasized, the Soviet Union 
is open to verification of a nuclear test ban and favors the strict 
verification, including on-site inspection and the use of all seismological 

. Therefore the Soviet Union has specifically proposed that a group 
of seismological experts begin developing a system for the transmission of 
second-level seismic data that would comprise the basis of international 
seismic verification of a muclear weapons test ban. 


An IZVESTIYA correspondent asked the heads of three delegations to the 
conference to comment on the new Soviet proposal. 


RICHARD BUTLER (Australia). The Soviet Union's proposal is very well thought 
out and is a continuation of the Soviet-American experiment in the vicinity of 
Semipalatinsk, which has confirmed the possibility of joint verification of a 
total ban on nuclear testing. It now remains for a special group of 
seismological experts at the conference to study the technical aspects and to 
work toward the creation of an international seismic verification systen. 


HARALD ROSE (German Democratic Republic). The new Soviet initiative is a 
logical continuation of the January 15 proposals of M. S. Gorbachev, genera] 
secretary, CPSU Central Committee. It reflects the striving of the USSR to 
find new ways of outlawing nuclear weapons and the arms race. And scientists 
play no small role here. The proposal to develop a system of international 
seismic verification and to conduct an international experiment on the 
exchange of second-level data will help to advance specific efforts in this 
direction. 
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ROLF EKEUS (Sweden). The proposals of the USSR are a new approach to the 
problem of prohibiting nuclear tests. We support this proposal since it is 
effective and accords with Sweden's position that all nuclear explosions are 
detectable. The ability to distinguish between explosions and earthquakes is 
SO great today that the resulting data will restrain any country fron testin. 
There must be no time lost. Technical potential must be supplemented with 
political will, with the striving to reach agreement on these cardinal 
problems relating to the prohibition of nuclear weapons testing. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


IZVESTIYA CONTRASTS NORWBGIAN, FINNISH NFZ ATTITUDES 
Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 28 Jul 86 p4 


[Article by IZVESTIYA Staff Correspondent N. Ivanov under the rubric "Northern 
Europe": "Timely as Before"] 


[Text] -- Helsinki -- A group of Finnish experts headed by 
State Secretary Klaus Ternyudd submitted a special report 
on the possibility of the establishment of a "nuclear-free 
zone" in Northern Europe to P. Vayrynen, Finland's minister 
of foreign affairs. 


The "Ternyudd report" had been eagerly awaited for many reasons. After all, 8 
months before this, a similar report had been delivered by K. Kolding, former 
Norwegian state secretary and minister of foreign affairs. The incumbent 
government of K. Willoch blocked every attempt to begin a businesslike dialog 
regarding a "nuclear-free zone." What position would Helsinki take now? More 
than 12 years have passed since U. Kekkonen, former president, advanced the 
idea of a “nuclear-free North." 


Time has not diminished its attractive force. To the contrary, the events of 
recent years have demonstrated the farsightedness of U. Kekkonen when he 
suggested that his northern neighbors distance themselves from nuclear 
weapons. The appearance of cruise missles in Western Europe has made this 
plan especially timely. 


Today, more than 88 percent of all Swedes, 72 percent of all Danes, 75 percent 
of all Norwegians, and 86 percent of all Icelanders support the plan for 
establishing a "nuclear-free zone." 


The time has come to take practical steps in this direction. Finnish experts 
propose convening the next session of foreign affairs ministers of the 
northern countries already in August for the purpose of organizing a 
commission to develop a general approach to the "nuclear-free zone." The 
basic position is that each country will unilaterally proclaim itself to be 
nuclear free. The report states that the geographical framework of the future 
zone should embrace Denmark, Sweden, Norway, and Finland, even though the 
possibility of Iceland's participation is not excluded. FRIHETEN, the 
Norwegian newspaper, notes that the Finnish side had proposed the 








establishment of a commission at the time of the spring meeting of foreign 
affairs ministers, but had encountered Oslo's objections. Now, to all 
appearances, there are hopeful signs that the dialog will begin. As is know, 
the Danish parliament obligated its govermment to work energetically for the 
nuclear-free status of Northern Europe. There have also been changes in the 
Norwegian capital. Conservatives have retired, surrendering the reins of 
government to Social Democrats who have repeatedly proclaimed their readiness 
to promote the implementation of the "Kekkonen plan." Now they have every 
opportunity to back up their words with practical action. 


Naturally, there are opponents to the plan for a "nuclear-free zone." Two 
reports--by Kolding and Ternyudd--essentially reflect two approaches to the 
plan for a “nuclear-free North." While not speaking out directly against the 
idea itself, Kolding, like the majority of his fellow conservatives, is 
attempting to postpone the implementation of the plan for a “nuclear-free 
zone" for an indefinite period. His main objection is that the discussion of 
a “nuclear-free zone" must be conducted in the “broad European context" and 
this means linking it to other negotiations which, as is known, have long been 
at a standstill. 


Finland, as the initiator cf the "nuclear-free zone," is in favor of practical 
steps. The authors of the "Ternyudd report" believe that the very creation of 
a zone that is free of nuclear weapons in the Northern region could be a 
contribution to the strengthening of European security, could become an 
example for those who are still “tangled in the web of nuclear problems." 


SVENSKA DAGBLADET writes that Finland has not changed its stand on the plan to 
establish a "nuclear-free zone" and is prepared to promote its practical 
implementation. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


PRAVDA COMMENTARY ON TREATY OF TLATELOLCO 
Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 22 Sep 86 p 5 


[Nikolay Ognev commentary under the rubric "We Answer a Reader": 
"Nuclear-Free Zone Treaty''| 


[Text] Reader N. Novikov from Kuybyshev asks us to te]] him about the 
Treaty of Tlatelolco, which envisaged the creation of a nuclear-free zone 
in Latin America. 


The Treaty of Tlatelolco is an attempt to secure in the international 
legal order the status of a nuclear-free zone in one of the largest and 
most heavily populated regions of the world. The treaty was concluded on 
14 February 1967 at a conference of Western Hemisphere countries. This 
document received its name from the section of the Mexican capital in 
which the republic's foreign ministry is located, in whose building it 
was signed. 


The movement to create a nuclear-free zone in Latin America arose after 
the October events of 1962, when a crisis situation arose in the 
Caribbean basin through the fault of American imperialism. In that 
moment, which was dangerous for the whole world, and which threatened the 
outbreak of a new world war, perhaps even with the use of nuclear 
weapons, representatives of the ruling circles of a majority of Latin 
American states called ior the prompt withdrawal of the entire region 
from the United States "nuclear security zone."" The appearance of 
nuclear weapons in any of the states of the region--and such a tendency 
began to appear in the beginning of the 1'960's--was regarded vy many 
governments as a threat to the stab of the whole region and as an 
obstacle to its economic integratio 


The Treaty of Tlatelolco obliges its participants to forbid the testing, 
use, production, aquisition, storage or deployment of nuclear weapons on 
their territory, or to possess them in any fashion. Two additional 
protocols are intended to guarantee the status of a nuclear-free zone for 
Latin America, and to oblige countrics possessing territories in the 
region (that is, the United States, Great Britain and the Netherlands) to 
observe its provisions. The document's authority is arbitrarily extended 
to the wide expanses of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans bordering Latin 


America. 


The procedure for adhering to the Treaty of Tlatelolco is somewhat 
unique. In addition to signing and ratifying it, one is expected also to 
adopt a special] declaration on its entering into force. 
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Of the fourteen states which originally signed the treaty, practically 
all have fully observed the above-noted conditions. In the intervening 
years since the agreement eighteen more Latin American states, including 
such large ones as Brazil and Argentina, have adhered to it. An absolute 
majority of participants have adopted the corresponding declaration on 
the Treaty of Tlatelolco's entering into force. Only a few states have 
signed and ratified the agreement without adopting the declaration on ils 
entering into force; they approve in principle of the idea of creating a 
nuclear-free zone in Latin America but do not agree with certain of the 
treaty's provisions. In particular, among these states are Brazil and 
Argentina. 


Nine siates outside the region, which have nuclear weapons, have signed 
the additional protocols to the Treaty of Tlatelolco. 


The Soviet Union, declaring its support for the idea of nonpro)iferation 
of nuclear weapons, adopted a decision to adhere to the Treaty of 
Tlatelolco. In May 1978 the Soviet Government signed additional] protoco] 
2, which obliges nuclear powers to observe the status of the nuclear-free 
zone in Latin America, and in December of that year ratified it. 


As the course of events has shown, however, several] of the countries 
which signed the agreement have not taken it to heart. In recent years 
evidence has leaked into the foreign press that the United States has 
transported nuclear weapons through the Panama Canal, that is, through 
the territory of a country participating in the agreement. 


CSO: 5200/1015 
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RELATED ISSUES 


USSR MEDIA REPORTS, COMMENTARY ON JURMALA CONFERENCE 
Petrovskiy: Consolidate Security 
LD151757 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1600 GMT 15 Sep 86 


[Excerpt] Jurmala (Soviet Latvia), 15 Sep (TASS)--Even though it is the 
closed season, the "Dzintari" concert hall in Jurmala resort was packed to 
capacity with representatives of the Soviet and U.S. public. All 2,000 seats 
here today have been occupied by the participants in a conference on topical 
issues of Soviet-U.S. relations. 


"Smail steps toward each other can become decis:ve at certain moments of historv’: 
These words of Susan Eisenhower, the granddaughter of the former U.S. President, set 
the tone of most of the speeches. 

The conference will discuss the main problems of bilateral relations and wavs to solve 
them. The U.S. delegation, which is headed by Jack Matlock, the U.S. President's 
special assistant for national security affairs, comprises about JOO members. They 
include eminent statesmen and public figures: Mark Paimer, Edward Dierejian, Dr Helmut 
Sonnenfeld, Amoassador Stephen Rinesmith, and John wWaliach, among others. Dr Daniel 
Bretton, president of she Chautauqua Institute, spoke in tavor sf “an open, honest, and 
serious discussion" of the problems of modern times and in favor of coexistence without 
hate and distrust. "The memory of World war II compels us to think about life,” he 
said. 
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Vladimir Petrovskiy, USSR deputy minister of foreign affairs, described the ovresent 
t of Sovier-U.S. relations as “dissatisiactory.” 


“Mutual reiations between our countries concern not only the USSR and the United 
States; the generai state of affairs in the world and the prospects for the 
international climate depend on them, too. We are faced with a common goal: to unite 
our efforts ._ sa’ eguarding the survival of humanity in conditions of a growing threat 
of its totai salf-destruction,” he said. Vladimir Petrovskiy appealed to the 
participants in the conference to refrain from thinking in stereotypes. "One cannot 
ippiy the oid standards *9 an evaluation of the contemporary situation in the world. 
Ine Must think and -=- the main thing -- act in a new way, taking stock of the realities 
of the nuclear-space age. The task of consolidating security must become the main 
direction of our joint actions. This must be approached by the limitation and 
fessation of the arms race, he said. Petrovskiy stressed in particular the necessity 
ot preventing the militarization of space. 








Petrovskiy Stresses ‘Dialogue’, ‘Trust’ 
LD152159 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1500 GMT 15 Sep 86 


[Text] Today in the town of Jurmala a conference of representatives of the 
public of the USSR and United States on topical questions of Soviet-U.S. 
relations opened. Our special correspondent Andrey Ptashnikov reports: 


This is the second such conference. 


Apart from representatives of the public and governmental organizations, also taking 
part in it are representatives of higher educational and scientific researcn 
institutions, military departments, the mass media, and cultural arts fugures. The 
U.S. delegation includes such high-ranking administration figures as Matlock, member of 
the president's National Security Council. The discussions at Jurmala will be 
conducted on four main subjects: the general state of Soviet-U.S. relations and ways 
of improving them, the arms race and methods of halting it, regional conflicts and ways 
to settle them, and finally the role of the mass media in forming public opinion. 
Speaking at the opening of the conference from the Soviet delegation was USSR Deputy 
Minister of foreign affairs Comrade Petrovskiy. He said in part: 


[Begin Petrovskiy recording] For our part, I would say we acutely feel the lack of 
trust. Trust is needed in our relations. One would think it is time to give up 
associating the image of the enemy with one country or another. We have a specific 
enemy: It is the nuclear threat on our planet. The present time requires that 
political permissiveness give way to dialogue, realism, and responsibility. I am 
profoundly convinced that an important role in changing the climate and creating an 
atmosphere for practical deeds can be played by the public when contacts are conducted 
in the hope of finding points which unite us and which make it possible to move 
forward. We attach great importance to the dialogue we are conducting today here at 
Jurmala. We hope this dialogue will lay the foundation for building bridges of 
cooperation. But these bridges require equal efforts from both sides. [end recording] 


15 Sep Speeches 
LD162230 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1850 GMT 16 Sep 86 


[Special report on 15 September proceedings at U.S.-Soviet conference in 


te 


Jurmala, Latvia, replacing scheduled "World Today" program] 


[Excerpt] It would not be an exaggeration to say that these days the attention 
of the whole world is fixed on the small resort town near Riga where, for the 
first time, representatives of the Soviet and U.S. public are meeting, not 
through a space telebridge but directly, in real life. They are holding a 
frank conversation about the main thing today--about how to preserve peace, 
reduce the level of tension, block the way to nuclear weapons in space and 
revive the atmosphere of detente, filling it with fresh and specific content. 
These and other problems determining the planet's political climate are 
inextricably Linked with Soviet-U.S. relations. The fact that around 300 
people have come to Jurmala from the U.S. side is evidence of how deeply 








people are concerned at the state of these relations not only in our country but also 
in the United States. They are prominent statesmen and public figures of that 
country. The conference began with a discussion of the general state of Soviet-U.S. 
relations and of ways to improve them. 


USSR deputy Foreign Minister Valad....c Fedorovich Petrovskiy is speaking: 


[Begin Petrovskiy recording] Of course, bilateral relations include as an integral part 
the development of relations between our countries in aspects connected with science, 
technology, culture, and economics. I must say at this point that there is a feeling 
of a certain movement, and something has been done recently in the development of the 
accord at summit level in Geneva. Air links have been restored between the Soviet 
Union and the United States; work is now being carried out on the opening of general 
consulates; there is also an agreement, which has been worked on, in relation to the 
research and exploitation of cosmic space and our further joint work on controlled 
thermo nuclear synthesis. 


However, I must say again with all frankness that all the circumstances cannot fail to 
give rise to concern. For even on these questions where mutual understanding has 
already been attained, a whole series of promising aspects remain outside possible 
cooperation. 


Let us also take cooperation in the sphere of the research and exploitation of cosmic 
space for peaceful purposes. I think that this is one of the most promising aspects of 
this cooperation for our countries. We have reached agreement on a whole range of 
parameters, but we have not been able so far to resolve a very important question. I 
shall tell you frankly, for example, the United States is so far not moving toward 
making use of Soviet rocket carriers to launch space installations on a commercial 
basis, and this is a very promising sphere for coopertion in these matters. One can 
say the same thing about economic trade relations. There are in a very grave state, 
and their development is brought on by many -- [ would say -- artificial obstructions 
and obstacles. 


I should nonetheless like to say a few words, in addition to the essential point, about 
methods for resolving Soviet-U.S. relations, about finding the means with which one 
must operate in order to bring them onto a new level. And I think that practical 
actions and specific deeds are a very important condition here. 


The second thing which is required is the appropriate atmosphere, the appropriate 
climate. We, for our part, have an acute sense of a lack of trust, I would say. Trust 
is needed in our relations, and I[ must say that there is no anti-Americanism in our 
country. In general, the conditions of the nuclear space age require that activity in 
international relations should not be conducted from a position of anti-Sovietism or 
from a position of anti-Americanism, but from a position of our common concern, our 
common interests. I think it is time to give up associating the image of the enemy 
with one or another country. 


We have a specific enemy. There is a real enemy. It is the nuclear threat to our 


planet. I also think that politicians must not think in mathematical categories -- a 
game with a zero result whereby one side's gain means the other side's loss. I believe 
that the present time requires that political permissiveness should give way to 


dialogue, realism and responsibility. [end recording) 














The other members of the Soviet delegation who spoke at the meeting in the Soviet-uJ.s. 
conference also concentrated their attention on the same thoughts, om the same fears 
and concerns. On a good note, and in Latvian, to the joy of the people of Jurmala, a 
speaker for the U.S. side -- John Matlock, special assistant to the U.S. President for 
mational security -- started his address. Voicing gratitude for the hospitality of the 
Latvian hosts, he described the questions on the meeting's agenda as vitally important 
for all, including Americans. However, he went on: 


(Begin Matlock recording] I have arrived here with a heavy heart, as disturbing events 
have cast deep shadows on U.S.-Soviet relations and this cannot but reflect on our 
discussion here. The arrest of the U.S. journalist Nicholas Daniloff by the Soviet 
authorities (?has nearly) wrecked the present conference. [end recording] 


Unfortunately, the artificially blown up Daniloff affair by U.S. propaganda was far 
from the only argument in Matlock's address by which he attempted to divert attention 
from the open questions directly asked by participants in the meeting. The U.S. 
President's assistant spoke for more than a half hour, not even mentioning such words 
as moratorium, or halting of the nuclear arms race but putting forward several curious 
versions of the aggressive character of the foreign policy course of the Soviet Union 
in contrast to the perfection in all respects of the United States. 


Let me reply here for the audience's benefit. You say that you are in favor of 
limiting the use of force. That is very good. ! was pleased to hear this finally from 
the U.S. side. I do not hear it at international onterences in which [ take part. 
This has been a great revelation to me. We.l, if that is the ase, let me ask why you 
do not want the limitation of force in its material expression. How do your words fit 
in with the fact that you propose to strengthen forces, in its clearest, nuclear and 


space form? [end recording] 


could see that not only 
the views put forward 


r 


In the course of further discussions, the U.S. representative 
Soviet but also many U.S. participants in the conference dispute 
in his report on the essence of questions which are being examined. 


[Begin Matlock recording in English with superimposed remarks by announcer rere 
A rejoinder by this American, one can hear the thought that John Matlock unjustifiab y 
assumed the right to speak on behalf of the American people -- the ma jority of the 
American people are resolutely against militarism, in favor of a moratorium on —— 
blasts, and for the speedy establishment of good relations between our countries. (end 


recording] 

still many 
‘an be solved as these first 
off, and only if 


The participants in the meeting in Jurmaia face a iot of work, there are 
problems to be examined and they are not simple Dut 
days show, if all the demagogy and propaganda tricks are warded 
constructive and businesslike spirit. 








Pozner on Audience Reaction 


LD161245 Moscow in English to North America 2300 GMT 15 Sep 86 


(Vladimir Pozner report] 


[Excerpts] Day one of the meeting of public representatives opened in Jurmala, a resort 
town close to Riga, capital of Soviet Latvia, exactly on schedule, 10 am local time. 
Some 2,000 Soviet citizens and 250 Americans sat shoulder to shoulder completely 
filling the Dzintari (?open air) concert hall. [passage omitted] 


This was followed by the two principle speakers, Vladimir Petrovskiy, deputy minister 
of foreign affairs of the USSR; and Jack Matlock, senior adviser to the President on 
Soviet affairs. They addressed the theme: The General State of Soviet-American 
Relations and How To Improve Them. The thrust of Deputy Minister Petrovskiy's remarks 
was that the improvement of relations between the two countries is not only possible 
but vital, for it concerns the survival of the human race. The nucler age, he said, is 
the most fleeting of all, it leaves us little time to dally. It is, he said, absurd to 
speak of developing relations without reaching and signing agreements and while 
abandoning previous ones, for this in fact legalizes the arms race. There is nothing 
more important than barring am arms race in space and stopping the one on earth, he 
stressed, but this can only be achieved through concrete deeds, not words. In that 
respect, said the deputy minister, the Soviet unilateral moratorium on all nuclear 
tests is a case in point. Every summit meeting has (?to raise) our relationship to a 
new level and this can only be the result of concrete decisions and agreements. We 
have only one common foe, nuclear weapons. We have a situation where either both sides 
win or both lose. 


IZVESTIYA: Dialogue on Disarmament 
PM161450 Moscow IZVESTIYA (Morning Edition) in Russian 16 Sep p 4 


[IZVESTIYA special correspondents Ye. Vostrukhov, A. Itskov, and A. Shalnev 
report "Jurmala: Dialogue on Disarmament and Cooperation"] 


[Excerpt] Jurmala--The resort of Jurmala near the capital of Soviet Latvia 

is the venue of a meeting between representatives of the Soviet and U.S. public 
who have gathered to discuss topical questions of the relations between the 

two countries. This is their second meeting. The first was held in the 

summer of last year at Chautauqua in the northeast of New York state. 


On this occasion there are four main themes on the forum's agenda: The general state 
of Soviet-American relations, arms control, regional conflicts, and the role of the 
mass media in molding public opinion. [t is well known to what degree our countries’ 
positions on each of these problems are dissimilar and some times even diametrically 
opposed. This was borne out yet again in the reports with whict, V.F. Petrovskiy, USSR 
deputy foreign minister, and J. Matlock, a ranking official of the U.»5. Administration, 


opened the meeting. 








The Soviet representative emphasized that in the present conditions it is no longer 
possible to apply old standards and think in stereotypes, that it is necessary to 
think, and above all to act, in a new way taking account of the realities of the 
nuclear space age. We see our paramount task, the deputy minister said, in ensuring 
that joint practical actions are taken primarily in the most important area of our 
relations, the area of limiting and ending the arms race. 


At the same time it is evident from Matlock's pronouncements that the Reagan 
adminiscration is not yet ready to refrain trom thinking in stereotypes, to reject the 
Old approaches. Paradoxical as it may seem, the representative of Washington 


officialdom managed practically not to mention the problem of curbing the arms race and 
ridding the world of the nuclear danger in his more than 30-minute long report. 


But the purpose of the Jurmala meeting is not to overemphasize and exacerbate 
contradictions. [Its task -- at least as seen by the Soviet delegaticn -- lies 
elsewhere: to identify points of contact wherever possibie in order to facilitate the 
solution of the problems confronting our countries and indeed mankind as a whole; to 
facilitate and to accelerate the solution of these problems because time is passing 
rapidly. The nuclear arms age is clearly the most transient of all ages through which 
world history has passed. It is noteworthy that the very titles of the topics 
discussed in Jurmala today not only identify the problems but emphasize “solutions” and 
"methods of settlemenct...." 


Arms Race Discussion 16 Sep 


LF161649 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1500 GMT 16 Sep 86 


(Text ] The conference of the representatives ot the USSR and United States public, 
devoted to the topical questions of Soviet-—American relations is in its ed day in the 
Latvian town of Jurmala. Andrey Ptashnikov, our special correspondent, reports: 


The course of the first 2 days of discussion in Jurmala has already given quite enough 
food for thoughts. First and foremost, I[ wish to note the following: Right from the 
very inception of the debate, Matlock, the head of the U.S. delegation, has been trying 


to prevent the debate from assuming a mstCructive nature. A number of other U.S. 
delegation members have taken a similar approach, albeit not in such a straightforward 
manner. 

Thus, for instance, today's discussion at the conterence revolved round the question of 
the arms race anc ways to put a halt ¢ t Again we heard the American representative 
voicing groundless accusations against the Soviet Union, alleging that the USSR is 
striving to retain its military super rity over the Inited States. Members it the 
Soviet deiegation to the Jurmaia contere / are giving a fitting rebuff to attempts of 
this kind to distort the real state of atfairs, to shirk a direct dialogue about ways 
to avert the nuclear threat 

Thus, addressing a routine plenary session today, ylonel Genera hervov, chief ot a 
directorate of the USSR Ministry of Defense, iid, irt if 








[Begin Chervov recording] The Soviet Union proceeds from this stance: As long as it 
is not too late, one has to stop in one’s tracks - to lower the level of military 
confrontation. The Soviet Union favors a reduction in the military potential of the 
sides, to within the confines of what is sufficient and essential for defensive 
purposes. The Soviet Union confirms its new approach to the questions of disarmament 


and security by practical deeds. end recording] 


The conterence of representatives of the USSR and United States public, continues its 


work in Jurmala. 


Chervov, Talbot Remarks 
LD161512 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1425 GMT 16 Sep 86 


[Text] Riga, 16 Sep (TASS) -- There is no problem more important than halting the 
nuclear arms race -- this idea has become the central one at the Jurmala (Soviet Baltic 
region) conference of representatives of the USSR and the United States. 


Today's agenda --— “The nuclear arms race and ways of halting it” -- aroused such 
interest that the 2,000-seat concert hall could not seat all those wanting to take part 
in the debates. 


"The USSR proceeds from the premise that in the nuclear space age a new approach is 
needed to the problem of security, an approach whose essence consists in the fact that 
there can now be no alteration of peaceful and unpeaceful periods,” declared Colonel 
General Nikolay Chervov, chief of an administration of the General Staff of the USSR 
Ministry of Defense. “It is senseless and even criminal to seek the solution of the 
problem of security in the arms race.” Summarizing the Soviet position on problems of 
nuclear disarmament and security, Nikolay Chervov recalled that the USSR for over a 
year had been observing the unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions, while the U.S. 
Administration was not giving up its program of stepping up nuclear weapons. 


"An accord on a mutual halt to nuclear blasts would make it possible to shift the 
disarmament process from standstill, and bring to Soviet-U.S. relations the element of 
trust which is so wanting,” General Chervov said. He noted that in the event work on 
implementing SDI is continued in the United States, the Soviet Union would be forced to 


take counter measures. 


A speech by Strobe Talbot, a spokesman for the U.S. delegation and head of the office 
of TIME magazine in Washington, left a 2-sided impression. He began with the already 
hackneyed "“Daniloff case," the U.S. spy who was caught red-handed in Moscow, and tried 
to evade discussion of the main topics of the dialogue. Having declared himself to be a 
"a critic” of the U.S. Administration, Talbot nonetheless defended the “strategic 
defense initiative” program, calling it “attractive tor Americans.” He repeated the 
favorite argument in the White House that the moratorium on nuclear blasts is more 
advantageous for the USSR and therefore “unrealistic. 








Chervov on SDI Countermeasures 
LD161551 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1525 GMT 16 Sep 86 
(“Soviet Military Leader on USSR's Answer to SDI--TASS headline] 


[Text] Riga, 16 Sep 86 (TASS)—"The Soviet Union is conducting basic research 
aimed at finding possibilities for taking counter-measures to the U.S. “star 
wars" program, said Colonel General Nikolay Chervov, head of the directorate 
of the General Staff of the USSR Ministry of Defense. He was speaking today 
at the conference of representatives of the public of the USSR and United 
States which is taking place in the Latvian town of Jurmala (Soviet Baltic 
area). 


“This research is looking at work in several areas which could lead to the creation of 
a modern and effective response to the SDI,” the general explained. 


“The Soviet Union has no plans or programs fo> creating (sozdaniye| weapons in the 
‘star wars’ framework. We do not intend to put weapons into space and threaten the 
United States or other states from there. We propose banning all work on the creation 
(sozdaniye] of strike space weapons,” said General Chervov. 


Chervov on Euromissiles 


LD161832 Moscow TASS in English 1715 GMT 16 Sep 86 


[Text] Riga September 16 TASS -- “The elimination of Soviet and U.S. medium-range 
missiles in Europe would mark a turning point in European history,” Colonel-General 
Nikolay Chervov, chief of an administration at the General Staff of the Defense 
Ministry of the USSR, said today. He was speaking at a conference of representatives of 
the Soviet and American people under way at the Latvian town of Jurmala on the Baltic 


Sea. 


“The U.S. Administration has said repeatedly that the deployment of Pershings and 
cruise missiles in Europe is of a provisional nature. 8ut when the Soviet side 
suggested that the medium-range missiles be withdrawn from the continent on « 
reciprocal basis, a positive reply has not been received. The United States continues 
insisting on the zero option whose acceptance would mean unilateral disarmament for the 


Soviet Union,” Chervov said. 
Chervov, Palmer, Milshteyn Remarks 


LD162251 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1800 GMT 16 Sep 36 


[Text] The meeting of representatives of the Soviet and American public continues at 
Jurmala, near Riga. Topical questions of bilateral relations, which and «this is well 
known -- have a great influence on the whole world political climate, are being 


discussed. 











The nuclear arms race and ways of ending it -- this was the theme of the 2d dav of the 
meeting. The speeches by the Soviet representatives once again showed that our country 
is approaching this issue in an extremely responsible way. As was stressed by ‘olone! 
General Chervov, a member of the Soviet delegation, the Sovist Union favors specif i, 
steps to eliminate the nuclear danger which hangs over the world. Much has been done 
prior to the Geneva summit and since it was held. The moratorium has been extended a 
number of times. Some missiles have been taken out of operational readiness. Specific 
proposals have been made for talks in Geneva, Stockholm and Vienna. The sense of this 
whole program is to stop the arms race. As far as the American side is concerned, then 
its umconstructive approach to the discussion was evident on the id day of the meeting 


is Weiice 


Begin recording of unidentified speaker in English] But let me just mention that ' 
the last 20 years the United States has actually reduced the t . 
weclear warheads by one-third [end recording)! 
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In the speech by Ambassador Paimer, an American delegation member, and a number of 
other U.S. representatives, the old arguments familiar from speeches by U.S. 
Administration officials came out once again. These are claims about some lack of good 
will on the part of the Soviet Union, about an alleged reduction in the U.S. nucl 
arsenals and a build-up by the Soviet Union, and about the Soviet Union's mythical 
leadership in the space arms race, and s0 on. 


In a word, an attempt is again being made to lay the blame at someone eise's door. And 
once again they are persistently by-passing what currently, it would appear, troubles 
everyone -- the possibility of ‘nding nuclear tests and the Soviet moratorium. Here is 


evidence of an obvious attempt to sidetrack the participants in the meeting sway trom 
discussing the most urgent problems of the day. The discussions are heated (zharkiy). 
Here is Milshteyn, senior learned employee of the United States of America and nada 
Institute of the USSR Academy of Sciences: 


[Begin Milshteyn recording) Time is running out. The train is running away, as 

were, and it will be more and more difficult to stop it if the far-reaching Sovie 
proposals cannot be accepted -- that is, those proposals which could be acceptes 
and now. It is a question, in particuiar, of the moratorium on nuciear tests; of 
strengthening the regime of treaties which have been concluded, not permitting a 


nuclear arms race in outer space; and, in particular, of the possibility of nce Luding 
-— independent of others -- an agreement on medium-range missiles in Europe. here afr 
many opportunities, and, of course, it is a matter of political will. (end recording 


Petrovsekiy Summary 


, Te 17 | Va Ta cc — | , ~ ~ . 
LDi61/30 sCOW LASS in English 1646 GMT 16 Sep 36 


ccerpt | urmaia, 16 Sep (TASS)--Summing up the results of th. rst tw 
-4YS of debates at a conference of representatives of the Soviet and Ame: 
people in this resort at the Baltic sea, Vladimir Petrovskiy, a der 
nainasCer of the USSR, said that “a candid and interesting discuss} 








‘STairlv sharp issues are being discussec,” he saic in a TASS interview. “But one would 
like verv much that the official representatives of the American deigation concentrate 
or the crime issues, namely how to achieve practical results in preventing an arms race 
im outer space and ending the arms race on earth. This is the question of questions.” 
“Regrettably,” Petrovsky said, “tne U.S. official representatives have been stepping 
acide from answers to these questions anc attempting to steer the discussion off 
course. It is very well that represented in Jurmala is not only the U.S. 
Aaministration but also the American public which, all indications are, is well aware 
>t the importance of the issues under discussion.” 


U.S. Envoy's ‘Demagoguery' 


PM171258 Moscow PRAVDA (First Edition) in Russian 17 Sep 86 p 5 


‘Report by PRAVDA special correspondent T. Kolesnichenko and TASS special correspondent 
re 


B. Grishchenko: “Dialogue in Jurmaia”™! 


Text, Jurmala, 16 Sep -- A meeting of Soviet and U.S. public representatives has 
opened in this resort city close to Riga. The very fact that it is being attended by 
approximately 300 people on the American side attests to how profoundly the American 
public is concerned at the state of relations between our countries. 


The topics on the conference agenda make possible a comprehensive discussion of 
problems which determine to a considerable degree the planet's political climate. The 
question of “the general state of Soviet-American relations and ways to improve them” 
was on the agenda yesterday. 


However, the very first day of the dialogue showed that the U.S. Administration's 
official representatives participating in the meeting are trying to conduct the 
nversation in their usual manner, which, unfortunately, is in no way constructive. 
Moreover, to listen to them, the chief issue in Soviet-American relations is anything 
they like, even the artifically inflated “Daniloff affair,” oniy not questions of 
security, ending the nuclear arms race, and disarmament. 
The audience's attention was focused on just these matters by Academician N.N. Blokhin, 
head of the Soviet delegation, who opened the meeting, and by USSR Deputy Foreign 
Minister V.F. Petrovskiy, who spoke next. They rightly emphasized that the threat of 
nuclear catastrophe is the common enemy of Soviet people and Americans today and called 
for a joint struggle against it. 


Matlock, special assistant to the U.S. President, who spoke next, tried, however, 
evade these trankiy and directly posed serious questions. During his halt 
‘ mtrived not to even mention words such as moratorium and ending the boat 
ce, .nstead, he ectured the audience ! now eritec?t une r i! re is 
iring tne sudsequent jebate Mr Mat.iock saw tor mseirtr that entat ‘ 
tf the soviet pudiil but 2180 Americans themsei ve: lisagree with uct if pproa 
Le s ns ; ‘ontemporary po.it S 














Under the terms of the meeting, after each speech representatives of both countries 
have the right to put several questions to the speaker. Thus, toward the end of the 
meeting an American tourist went up to the microphone and publicly requested Mr Matlock 
mot to speak on the people's behalf. The American people, he said, demand of the White 
House and its entourage specific steps in matters of disarmament, ending the arms race, 
and above all, ending all nuclear tests. 


Entry to the meeting is open to everyone. By their interested participation in the 
meeting the more than 2,000 people assembled in the hall have once again made it clear 
that what is needed today is a constructive, businesslike conversation, not the 
demagoguery and ruses to which the official U.S. representatives try to resort. 


Further on Chervov, Talbott 


PM180824 Moscow KOMSOMOLSKSYA PRAVDA in Russian 17 Sep 86 p 3 


[Special correspondents A. Novikov and Yu. Sagaydak report: “Dialogue Is Essential”| 


{Text] "The Nuclear Arms Race and Ways of Ending It" -- this was the topic of the 
second day at the conference of Soviet and U.S. public representatives on topical 
questions of Soviet-American relations which is under way in Yurmala. 


"So many nuclear weapons have now been stockpiled in the world that if they were 
activated, it would be possible to destroy all life om earth many times over. 
Meanwhile the arms race is continuing. And it is threatening to spread to space,” 
Colonel General N.F. Chervov, chief of the USSR Armed Forces General Staff directorate, 
told the conference. “No matter from what angle you view this problem, one thing is 
clear: The arms race must be stopped. 


“Before the Geneva summit and after this meeting,” N.F. Chervov went on, “the Soviet 
Union took major practical steps. Our country has extended four times the moratorium 
on nuclear weapon tests, which will remain in force until | January 1987...." 


And how has the United States responded? “War must never be allowed to break out. The 
threat of a conflict must be eliminated,” Strobe Talbott, the official speaker for the 
U.S. side declared bombastically. 


A laudable endeavor! However, it emerges from S. Talbott's speech that the entire 
responsibility for the existence of this threat falls squarely on...the USSR. 


However let us leave the unconcealed juggling with political realities to the 
conscience of the U.S. journalist and ask a simpler question: If the overall strategic 
parity, and likewise the level which the threat of war has reacoed, is at present 


officially recognized by both sides, why not take the first step toward the elimination 
of this threat? And what would be more <o the point, what would be nore tangible than 
the renunciation of nuclear tests, than joining the Soviet moratorium? 

"The moratorium was leclared by the Soviet Us ' it i time when it was more 


advantageous for Moscow than for Washington,” S. Talbott declared. 


yt) 








Let us decode his words. What he is referring to is the hackneyed theory which claims 
that in the period prior to the announcement of the moratorium the Soviet Union carried 
out a massive series of nuclear explosions, obtaining, as a consequence, superiority 
over the United States in this sphere. The facts testify to the contrary. The United 
States is considerably ahead of the USSR in the number of nuclear tests. 


“The debate goes on. Heated discussions continue into the small hours in the Dzintari 
concert hall. 


"Ultimately, the solution to the questions pertaining to disarmament will have to 
found by our countries’ leaders”, Daniel Bretton, president of the Chautauqua Institute 
and one of the organizers of the Yurmala conference, said in an interview with your 
correspondent. “But we would like to believe that we can get closer to this aim by 
taking small steps forward. It is remarkable that our two countries’ citizens are 
sitting side by side and discussing these burning issues. This was long overdue. 


U.S. "Propaganda Attacks" 
LD180759 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1700 GMT 17 Sep 36 
[From the "Vremya™ Newscast] 


[Excerpt] The meeting of representatives of the Soviet and American publ i 
continues in Jurmala. 


(Begin recording] [Unidentified correspondent) The central problem under discussion 
at the meeting is the preservation of peace and the reduction or armaments. 


[N.F. Chernov, head of an administration of the General Staff of the USSR Armed Forces, 
identified by caption) The Soviet Union proceeds from the fact that in the present 
nuclear space age a new approach to the problem of security is necessary. The essence 
of this new approach lies in the fact that today there cannot be an alternation of 


periods of peace and periods without peace. it is now peaceful oexistence or 
nonexistence -- an apocalypse. Therefore it is mindless, and even criminal, to seek a 
solution to the problem of security in an arms race. The Soviet moratorium is the best 
confirmation of the fact that we Soviet people have no other intention than putting an 
end to the policy of nuclear ynfrontation. Fstablishing a ban on nuclear testing is 


the truest way to achieve an end to the arms race. 


(Correspondent Yu. Rostov, identified vy vider ‘aption| he American delegation is 
trying to move away from the problem of preventing war and to concentrate the debate on 
other issues. This was the objective pursued in the speech by Sonnefeidt, a ftormer 
employee of the U.S. National Security muuncil, on the question of regional conflicts. 


Regional conflicts are truly a very important problem. It is vital to solve this, as 
Nikolay Vladimirovich Shishlin, a member f the Soviet delegation, stressed. And the 
Soviet Union is working actively in this direction. The United States, however, 
believes that armed intervention, the overthrow of regimes which it does not agree with 
and the formation of an army of mercenaries are permissible. 


Today, as during the previous day the Amer f elegatior ’ ying 
replace -onstructive jebate will ri ibstantiated ropaganda attacks yt ur untry. 
But the Soviet people and nearly 300 American guests are here for a serious and 


fruitful dialogue. 











Points of Contact’ 


LD182133 Moscow TASS in English 2000 CMT 18 Sep 86 

[Excerpt] Jurmala, 18 Sep (TASS)--The closer the current meeting of rep- 
resentatives of the Soviet and U.S. public here draws to a close. the clearer 
it becomes for its participants that points of contact can and sust be sought 


and found. 


John P. Wallach, official spokesman for the U.S. delegation, international editor of 
the Hearst Newspaper Group, aiso had to recognise that. 


Sumping up the first results of the dialogue he pointed out today as its chief result 
the fact that the sides reached agreement on the need to struggle for disarmament. He 
said Soviet and American participants ackowledged that the nuclear arms race could lead 
omn.iy to a catastrophe and that this week generated a new hope in then. 


Lomevko on Media's Role 


ie) 


LD181915 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1259 GMT 18 Sep 86 


(Text) Jurmala, 18 Sep (TASS) -- “The task of the mass information media is to promote 
the establishment of as much trust as possible in relations Detween countries,” special 
envoy Viadimir Lomeyko stated today at the conference of representatives of the public 
of the USSR and the United States on topical problems of Soviet-U.S. relations, which 


its 4th day. “Where there is an insufficiency of trust there is an excess of 
view at the plenary session 


Mass information Media and 


is now in 
weapons,” he stressed when presenting the Soviet point of 
devoted to the discussion of the theme olf The Rolie of the 
Their Importance in Forming Pubiic Opinion.” 


‘In an age of increasing nuclear danger, the greatest moral duty of us all, including 
journalists, is to seek ways of overcoming suspicion and distrust. It is necessary not 
only to be able to defend one's own views but also to be willing and able to listen to 


others.” 


> 


Viadimir Lomeyko stressed that it is essential to adopt a new way of thinking not only 
in politics but also in the information sphere. “The mass information media must 


promote mutual understanding. 


he striving by both sides to understand each other, to get information at first hand 
‘an be onsidered a positive aspect of the Jurmaia dialogue. The edifice of cooperation 
‘an be built only on the foundation of mutual respect. This is the only way in which we 


will be able to solve the difficult problems facing us and, primarily, the ending of 


raised by those who are trying to cause a quarrel 


“Despite the provocative fu iba loo 
hetweer ur two peoples,’ ‘ladimir Lomevkto said, “we should not iose heart and shouid 
mot revpiy in find. we snouit seer mut in ea ther the good things which white us, and 


mot what separates us. 


rho ce wt 1 jae j ‘ota Larianism whiit at ‘he ame «i me singing the praises of 
t re stom oSDomMD,. those w nsicgce ermissidat + s8e nuc.ear weapontis ai legedly in 
detense yf their democracy. are in tact turning the whole situation upside down. This 
democracy is threatened oniy by the force of militarism. nder cover of the right to 
unlimited freedom, some peop): are lemanding freedom tor the propaganda of militari om,” 


Viadimir Lomeynro said. 








17 Sep Commentary 
PM191117 Moscow IZVESTIYA (Morning Edition) in Russian 17 Sep 86 p 4 


[Report by Ye. Vostrukhov, A. Itskov, and A. Shalnev: “Reality Versus 
Fantasy” |] 


[Excerpts] Jurmala--Let us dream a little. Imagine we are in the year 2000. 
Soviet and American specialists are working together——from the heart of the 
earth to outer space: 


Geophysicists have developed a sophisticated method to forecast earthquakes and 
preparations are in progress for a manned space flight to Mars. Reciprocal tourisa is 
flourishing. Joint demonstrations are organized, against the arms race in 
particular.... 


Stop: But why will demonstrations against the arms race be needed even at the 
beginning of the third gwillennium? Surely it will have been ended by then? Who is the 


author of this fantasy, in which these rosy prospects are blackened with hopelessness 
in the struggle against the threat of nuclear catastrophe? 


The author is Mark Palmer, until recently one of the leaders of the section in the U.S. 
State Department concerned with the Soviet Union, and now U.S. ambassador to Hungary. 
These fantasies are from the report he delivered at a meeting of representatives of the 
Soviet and American public currently in progress. 


So will it really be impossible to end the nuclear threat even by the year 20007 
Surely we will mot still only be “putting forward initiatives aimed at disarmament” in 


Y 


2000, as Palmer imagines? 


A considerable number of questions on this score were put to the American ambassador, 
but there was no answer forthcoming either from him or from J. Matlock, another of the 
Washington administration's official representatives taking part in the meeting. As 
Matlock “explained,” he would, of course, like to be more specific but, he said, there 
was not enough time. 


But the very fact that American doctors and pensioners, teachers and journalists, 
employees and scientists came here, the very fact that they took an active part in the 
discussions, attests to the deep concern felt by a number of Americans for the tate of 


peace. 


Also concerned is (R. Grem). Having spent almost half his life, as he said, “in 
government service,” including service ymmnmected with the creation of weapons, he 
said, turning to ome of the high-ranking figures ‘rom the Washington administration: 
“You claim that no one wants an arms reduction more than the U.5. Government. This 
laitw is false. The people of America want this far more. I believe that Washington's 
‘star wars’ program and your persistent continuation of nuclear test run counter to the 


interests of arms control and the interests of the American people. 








stubborn reluctance to reach 
resolving international problems 
Matlock said a great deal the subject 
force, but when he was whether 
corresponding resolution United 
Categorical: "No: 


Washington's 
means of 


agreement on renouncing 
also runs 
of 


tne 


Nat ic ns 


the use of force as 
counter to all this. The same 
how Washington supposedly loathes using 
United States is ready to support a 
the answer was both immediate and 


on 
asked 
n the 


7 | 


+h 


The discussions of the first day of the meeting revealed a mutual interest in further 


developing relations between the two largest world powers. But whereas the American 
side proceeds trom the belief that such improvement will not come before the next 
century, the participants in the discussion on the Soviet side unanimously indicated 
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As for the United States, it is curious that among the list of “initiatives” cited by 
U.S. representatives the proposal by Washington..." to talk with the Soviet Union about 
nuclear tests” was probably the most “radical.”. But if you talk about the U.S. stance 
at the arms control talks, then, as Col Gen N.F. Chervov observed, “the arms race is 
programmed into that very stance.” However, he continued, there is only one option 
today: “The nuclear arms race must be stopped and a solution to confrontation sought. 
Three is no other alternative, for that would mean a race toward nuclear catastrophe.” 


Leon (Makadden), an artist from California, perhaps summed up most clearly the opinion 
of many American participants in the meeting. "Surely," he asked,” it is impossible to 
return to the arms race? We must talk not about parity in armaments but in more 
general terms about the elimination of armaments!" 


Incidentally, offical U.S. representatives also spoke quite a lot about the need for 
disarmament. Only almost every statement of theirs on that score was accompanied by 
numerous “ifs,” “buts,” and “it is difficult,” The problem of monitoring and 
verifying [proverka i kontrol] agreements was, for example, again raised as if it were 
some kind of almost insuperable obstacle to removing the nuclear danger. Again the 
problem of verification [kontrol] But even if the United States considers national 
means of verification [kontrol] “inadequate” and is not satisfied by the reliability of 
on-site inspection ([inspektsiya]), then, as a middle-aged American woman suggested, 
could intermediaries from third countries help resolve the problem? It is well known 
that such assistance was offered by the leaders of the "Delhi Six.” 


The official U.S. representatives’ response was just to shrug their shoulders, hinting 
at their misgivings about the competence of third countries. 


Nor did what Washington's envoys had to say about the "Star Wars" program spring any 
surprises. Avoiding a businesslike examination of the problems of banning space strke 
arms, they clearly intimated that instead of preventing an arms race in space, on which 
agreement was reached at the Soviet-U.S. Geneva summit, Washington would like to draft 
and ratify “rules' for conducting such a race. 


But the Washington administration is not the whole American people, who — as was shown 
once again by the statements made by ordinary members of the U.S. delegation -- are 
distinguished by reason and realism. 











Conversation’ With Wallach, Zhurkin 


LD191900 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1115 GMT 19 Sep 86 


[Conversation with John Wallach, member of U.S. delegation to Jurmala meeting, and 
Vitaliy Vladimirovich Zhurkin, first deputy director of the United States of America 
and Canada Institute, corresponding member of the USSR Academy ot Sciences, and Soviet 


delegate at the debates, by “special correspondent” Andrey Ptasnnikov: Wallach comments 
recorded in English tading into Russian translation reac Dy Ptashnikov; siantlines 
indicate portions audible in English that differ from Russian translation -- date uot 


given| 


[Excerpts] [Ptashnikov] Mr Wallach, in their speeches all members of the U.S. 
official delegation have had extremely negative attitudes toward the Soviet 
moratorium on nuclear explosions. But at the same time, representatives of 
the U.S. public who are present at the conference in Jurmala, in their pro- 
nouncements and interviews by and large support this moratorium. How would 
you explain that? 


[Wallach] Clearly, in our country there are people who support the moratorium and there 
are people who are opposed to it. I would prefer to see more serious negotiations at 
the negotiated....It is absolutely clear that there are people in the United States wo 
support the moratorium on nuclear tests. But there are also those who speak against 
it. As far as I am concerned, John Wallach says, I am in favor of more serious and 
fruitful talks between our countries on various issues of bilateral relations, and 
first and foremost on the issues of curbing the arms race. Naturally, the moratorium 
is a very serious thing, but from the viewpoint of the U.S. Government, which I share, 
it is only the Soviet side that profits from it, since the USSR has already conducted 
all the tests it needs at present, but the United States has not yet managed to do 
that. Thus, the Soviet Union is striving to maintain its superiority in this field. 
Apart from that, the tests are needed for conducting checks on the weapons systems that 
have been stockpiled. But still I repeat that there is considerable support for the 


Soviet moratorium in the United States. 


{[Ptashnikov] And the last question, Mr Wallach. What is, in your view, the most 
significant thing about the Jurmala conference? 


[Wallach] I think that this is a very major step forward, because this represents a new 
opening for both sides. It represents... I think that this conference is a step 
forward, because it has offered another opportunity for both sides to discuss various 
aspects of relations between them. It has enabled the representatives of the U.S. and 
Soviet public, and that is of special importance, to take part in a direct dialogue 
with each other and also to nave discussions with otficial representatives of the USSR 
and the United States. And those representatives themselves have come to know each 
other better, because they have been spending a great derail of time together, both 
during their working hours and during their tree time. i hope that that contact to a 
certain extent, no matter how little it might be, will help the cause of improving 
Soviet-U.S. relations. We hope that simultaneously with the process of halting the 
arms race, the process of expanding contacts between the peoples of our countries wil! 


also take place. 


[Ptashnikov] Well, one can hardly fail to join Mr Wallach in wishing that. But quite a 
lot of what he said before that, clearly calls for not only an explanation, but tor a 


direct answer as well. 








In the course of the conference, in speeches by U.S. delegates, the thesis on the 
moratorium declared by our country, the moratorium we have already extended four times, 
being allegedly suitable only to the Soviet Union kept resounding. Why? Because the 


Soviet Union seeks to consolidate its military edge. 


[Ptashnikov|! The same view has just been expressed by Mr Wallach. What can you say to 
that? 


[Zhurkin] Well, above all, that is complete nonsense. That is amazing. By the way, 
it was also noticeable at this discussion. We present figures, we give facts that 
reinforce our position, that reveal the incorrectness of the U.S. position. The 
Americans nod thus, very politely, then another person stands up and again repeats the 
same U.S. position. [t has been said a hundred times over that the Americans carried 
out a little more than 500. How can you talk in such circumstances? They say no, over 
the last 5 or 10 years the Soviet Union has carried out more blasts. Well, this is 
some kind of predictability with the Americans -- it is an adherence to certain 
established cliches, and a reluctance to listen to the arguments of the other side, or 
somehow to amswer arguments with arguments, and not simply with unsubstantiated 


affirmations. 


It emerged perfectly clearly in this approach to nuclear tests: When facts, data are 
cited to them, they cannot reject a single tact, not a single figure, but they simply 
say: No, the Soviet Union has gotten ahead, and that is that. And in general, that is 
very typical of the current U.S. position, and it is also typical of the propaganda 
line of the present U.S. Administration. 


[Ptashnikov] Victor Ivanovich, I would like to ask you to draw preliminary conclusions 


about the conference. 


(Zhurkin] You know, if one attempts to draw this conclusion, [ would like to say that 
first of all this was, of course, a sharp and frank talk between the representatives of 
the two sides, and secondly, this talk brought to light not only the Americans’ 
unbelievable lack of information about our country’s policy, about the Soviet peace 
initiatives, possessed not by all, but Dy many of the Americans, but at the same time, 
hard-line positions were tormulated n the speeches >t the ytficial JS. 
representatives, of the government representatives. Also, on the whole, they set out 
fairly trankly the main trends in the behavior of this administration, a line that has 
led to an aggravation of Soviet-U.S. relations, a line that leads to an increased 


threat of military conflict. 


Meeting Ends 


LD191035 Moscow TASS in English 1022 GMT 19 Sep 86 
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Arms Race, Regional Conflicts 
LD192010 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1445 GMT 19 Sep 86 


[Yu. Rostov report from Jurmala, with recorded comments from participants; 
date not given] 


[Excerpt] [Rostov] Here in Jurmala, the sharpest discussion took place on 
the question of ending the arms race. There was a struggle between two 
approaches: the aspiration to move the question past its standstill and an 
approach that combined eloquent generatories with unfounded attacks against 
the opposing side. The floor is given to Strobe Talbott head of TIME 
Magazine bureau. 


(Talbott, in English fading into superimposed Russian translation] The important, and 
most hopeful thing in this field is the attempt to curb competition in the field of 
nuclear arms. 


[Rostov] Talbott admitted, actually, that the United States was not consistent in this 
field. How is this explained? 


[Talbott] One explanation is that the Americans have found it very difficult to accept 
the idea of equality, parity in nuclear arms between the Soviet Union and their own 
country. This is to be explained not only by the fact that the Americans feel 
nostalgia for the good old days when they had a monopoly, and even superiority over the 
Soviet Union. It is also to be explained by the fact that many Americans, who are 
ready in theory to agree with parity with the Soviet Union and live with this parity, 
these Americans are concerned about what today’s Soviet Union has done, is doing, and 
will do with this parity which it has reached over the past several decades. 


[Rostov] In fact, in Talbott's opinion this is not even parity, but Soviet superiority. 


[Talbott] The Soviet Union has a superiority of about three to one in land-based 
ballistic missiles. 


[Rostov] Then Talbott, while admitting that there might be some claims against the 
Reagan administration in the field of the arms race, for 8B-l bombers, Trident 
submarines, or cruise missiles, claimed that such super destructive missiles as the MX 
are not even sited [razmeshchayutsya] in silos, and are quite unlikely to be sited. 
And what do they think in Washington about one of the most important questions, the end 
of nuclear explosions? 


[Talbott] The Soviet Union announced its moratorium at a time when this moratorium was 
much less advantageous to the Americans. Therefore, I must say that the moratorium is 
not a realistic proposal, and therefore all this naturally applies to the talks 
currently underway in Geneva on the subject of nuclear space weapons. 


[Rostov] And more arms' race propaganda. In space, on earth, propaganda for more and 
more destructive systems allegedly designed to strengthen stability. Another assertion 
that the United States is falling behind the Soviet Union in the military arena. 
Comrade Chervov, member of the Soviet delegation, spoke in reply. 


58 





{[Chervov] The problem of disarmament is, of course, a complicated one but not so 
difficult that one cannot manage to grasp it. So much nuclear weaponry has been 
accumulated in the world today that if it is put into operation it is possible to 
annihilate everything living on earth many times over. But the arms race is 
continuing, it threatens to spread into space. No matter how you look at the problem 
there is just one choice. It is necessary to stop the nuclear arms race, to seek a way 
out from confrontation. 


Esteemed Mr Talbott is not being entirely candid when he says that the USSR has three 
times as many land-based missiles but says absolutely nothing about the United States 
having three times as many sea-based missiles. He says absolutely nothing about the 
United States having several times more heavy bombers and cruise missiles. [It turns 
out that when they look at our missiles their jaws drop but they notice absolutely 
nothing about what is happening back in the United States. 


The establishment of a ban on nuclear tests is the most realistic way of achieving an 
end to the arms race. Without tests it is impossible to improve -—— to improve or 
create [sozdavat] — new types of nuclear weapons. lf we, together with the United 
States, were to reach agreement on ending nuclear explosions this would allow the 
impasse to be overcome in the whole process of nuclear disarmament. The Soviet course 
of ending the arms race is not meeting with support from the U.S. Administration. The 
United States does not wish to end nuclear explosions and continues testing with the 
aim of creating ({sozdaniye}] new nuclear armaments. 

At the same time, they are trying to cover up their militaristic position by various 
kinds of inventions. For example, for a long time the U.S. Administration hid behind 
the problem of monitoring [kontrol] which it had invented. They alleged that the 
Russians did not agree to monitoring [kontrol] and therefore there was nothing to reach 
agreement with them about. After the USSR stated that there was no problem of 
monitoring -- we agree to any form of monitoring, including international, including on 
the sport inspection -- it became clear that the leading circles of Washington were 
simply lying. Now, they have been forced to state openly that they are not prepared to 
renounce the arms race and for that reason are going to continue nuclear tests. And 
this is happening at the same time when the United States has carried out more nuclear 
explosions than all the nuclear powers put together. 


Therefore, those who speak about some sort of lagging behind by the United States in 
nuclear testing in reality would like to retain for the United States the opportunity 
to create (sozdaniye] new types of nuclear weapons and thus to continue the arms race. 
The true reason for the U.S. Administration's unwillingness to renounce nuclear 
explosions lies in Washington's striving to destroy the existing balance of forces to 
its advantage. This is the aim of the program of creating (sozdaniye! new types of 


weapons, the MX strategic missiles -- some of which are already on mbat duty, by the 
way, Mr Talbott, and you say that they are somewhere tar away; you do not know the real 
state of affairs in your own country. (applause, 

Moreover, new Trident-2 missiles are being created sozdatsya; as well as nuclear 
warheads for Midgetman missiles and also nuclear: narges tor strike space means 
according to the star wars plan. There are simply no other reasons. 

Allow me to conclude my speech with the words of Mikhail Sergeyevich yrbachev. In his 
interview to RUDE PRAVO, he said: I would iike to believe i: e wisdom, realism, and 
elementary feelings of self-preservation of the American people. Jur two peoples must 
cooperate and not be at odds with each other, be triendly and not fight. [ appeal for 


this once again. 





Blokhin: Meeting ‘Useful’ 


LD200150 Moscow Teievision Service in Russian 1700 GMT 1° Ser Be 

From the "Vremva" newscast; video report bv station correspondent Yu. kost 
trom meeting of representatives of U.S. and Soviet public in Jurmala, Latvia 
[Excerpt] [Rostov] Unfortunately, however, the discussions also have cor- 
rirmed the fact that very influential forces in the United States co not want 
an honest anc direct dialogue between the two countries and in particular, 
Gialogue on issues such as curbing the arms race and creatine a climates 

trust. And so, members of the Republican Administration, or political figures 
close in outlook to official Washington, have by no means furthered the 
Creation of an atmosphere of good will at the meeting. Two trends, tw 


political orientations fought at the conference: a course built upon a 
distorted view of the world seen through the prism of the confrontation of 
force, and the course which is concerned with the world and the preservation 
of the lives of millions of people. [video shows various speakers at rostrum 
anc being interviewed, then Academician N.N. Blokhin, captioned as head of 
soviet delegation, is interviewed to camera in foyer] 


(Begin Blokhin recording] Representatives of official America attempted firmly to 
insist upon those stances which the U.S. Government is implementing, and they sometimes 
even allowed themselves, I would say, violations of tact in relation to the republic in 
which they met with us today. I believe that this meeting was useful on the whoie, and 

believe that it will serve to further develop mutual dialogue, and will play a 
definite role in the development of our relations. [end recording!) 


Graham: Americans Want Disarmament 


LD192136 Moscow TASS in English 2000 GMT 19 Sep 86 

[Text] Jurmala September 19 TASS -- Richard Graham, an American, told journalists after 
the completion of the meeting of Soviet and American public figures here today, that he 
arrived in Jurmala to bring it home to Soviet people that not all Americans share the 
point of view of the current U.S. Administration concerning the “star wars" programme. 


During the free debate he wished to put a question to Jack Matlock, head of the 
official U.S. delegation, special assistant to the President tor national security 
affairs, who prociaimed from the conference rostrum that nobody wants disarmament more 
than the United States Government. 


This is not true, Richard Graham toid him. The American peopie want disarmament more 
than the American Government does. Is it that Mr Matiock had failed to notice that at 
the 27th CPSU Congress it was stated for the whole worid to near about the USSR's 


peaceableness. Where is your answer to this: 


/0 





,ranham said that he llmse.: was st ne time member the ibited State vernmment 
took part in the programme for developing cruise @issiies. je said that his «knowledge 
allowed him to maxe conclusions today about the danger OMAN irge over ail - tte 
members of government and ordinary peopie -- if ney cdo sot stop on the drink that 
separates the worid trom annihilation. were are pudil Pinion polls, strong anti-war 
and anti-nuclear stands heid y mited states pemt ists. le said that all thi gave 
him grounds to believe that the majority f American stand (Or disarmament 
Graham has tailed to receive a direct answer » the westion he put to Mr Matlock. it 
is mot Nara to guess why. ihe United State Miministrat nm. mtrary to Ommon sense, 
‘“ontinues to reject SsOViet i\cdeas ft ; it ent ina it ver ‘i norator pes Lf tuCc L@ar 
tests. 

Lomeyko: "Approaching Nuclear Catastrophe’ 
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RELATED ISSUES 


SSR LEADERS DISCUSS ISSUES WITH VISITING MADAGASCAR CHIEF 
Chief Confers With Gromyko 

PM?291501 Moscow PRAVDA (First Edition) in Russian 26 Sep 86 pp l, & 
(TASS report: "Soviet-Malagasy Talks") 
[Excerpts] 

Talks were held in the Kremlin 24 September between A.A. Gromyko, 
PS entral Committee Politburo and chairman of the USSR Supreme Soviet 
idier Ratsiraka, general secretary of the Vanguard of 
‘arty and president of the Democratic Republic of Madagascar. 


member of the 
Presidium, and 


the Malagasy Revolution [AREMA] 


Taking art in the talks were: 
he Soviet side -- A.F. DobdDrynmin, secretary of the CPSU Central Committee; 5§.8. 
itliyev, deputy chairman of the USSR Supreme Soviet Presidium; ¥.M. Kamentsev, deputy 
,irma tf the USSR Council of Ministers; 8.1. Aristov, USSR minister of foreign 
ca KF Katushev, hairman of ve «6USSR) Oo State Committee for Foreign Economic 
‘ ns; L.F. -[lichev, USSR deputy reign minister; and P.P. Petrik, USSR ambassador 

‘ emocrat Republic of Madagascar; 

1.4gasy side - ean SBemana ara, emoc rat Repub i i< of Madagascar foreign 
er; /isele Rabesahaia, Democrat tepubiic of Madagascar minister of 
ary art and slture; Pascal Rakotomavo, Democratic Republic of Madagascar 
t finance and economy; Victor Ramahatra, Democratic Republic of Madagascar 
f put works; Jose Rakot Avo, Democratic Repubii 1t Madagascar minister 
istry, energy, ind nining; joseph Randrianasoio, Democrat Republic of 
Madag r minister of animal husbandry, [tisheries, forest and water sources; Maxime 
ifera, director tf the Democrati Repudi i 1f Madagascar President Civil Office; 
" Dbiarivuni, emocrati Repubii f Madagascar genera director for planning 
: ichard indriamafwiuli, governor tf the Democrati-: Repub otf Madagascar 
: : reder Randriamamoniy, VDemocratic Repub! tf Madagascar ambassador 
‘ , f ts mationa if took place 
7 tee . v 














and transferring it into space, of tanning conflict situations in different regions. 
The participants in the talks declared that the main task in our time is to prevent a 
muclear catastrophe. 


The Soviet side drew the high-ranking guest's attention to the large-scale Soviet peace 
initiatives, whose goal is the elimination of the threat of nuclear war trom mankind's 
life, the stage-by-stage reduction and ultimate liquidation of the arsenals of deadly 
weapons, and the radical improvement of the international situation. These initiatives 
were put forward in the 2/th CPSU Congress decisions and the statements by M.S. 
Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee. D. Ratsiraka, having 
emphasized the Democratic Republic of Madagascar's commitment to a policy of peace and 
disarmament, declared his country’s support for the Soviet Union's peace initiatives 
and the program for the liquidation of nuclear weapons by the end of this century. The 
Soviet Union's decision to extend the unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions 
through | January 1987 was described by the president of Madagascar as a bold and 
responsible step in the interests of strengthening international security, which must 
be joined by the United States and the other nuclear powers. 


The Soviet side emphasized that the realities of the nuclear and space age persistently 
dictate the necessity of creating an all-embracing system of international peace and 
security. Having emphasized that peace can be preserved and strengthened only as a 
result of joint efforts by all states, be they large or small, both sides spoke out in 
favor of a constructive dialogue on this propsal being held at the United Nations. 


The participants in the talks, having pointed out the interconnection between 
disarmament and development, moted the persistent need to switch the funds being 
presently expended for military purposes to the needs of development. 


D. Ratsiraka spoke ot Madagascar's proposal to estabiish special tunds of nonaligned 
states, with whose help developing countries would be able to oppose more effectively 
the neocolonialist economic pressure and blackmail by imperialist powers. 


Both sides emphasized that the successful solution of topical international problems 
depends to a considerable extent on the further strengthening of the unity and cohesion 
ot all progressive anti-imperialist states and their ability to effectively oppose the 
“ 


forces of aggression and militarism. The Nonaligned Movement's activity to improve the 


international situation was highly appraised. 


Taiks With Gorbachev 


LD261220 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1030 GMT 26 Sep 86 


(\Excerpts| Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU 
Central Committee, received today in the Kremlin Didier Ratsiraka, reneral 
secretary of the Vanguard Party of the Malagasy Revolution and president of 
the Vemocratic Republic of Madagascar. 











A conversation was held in an atmosphere of comradely sincerity and = mutual 
understanding. Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev informed the eminent guest f the work 


seine carried out in the Soviet Union to implement the decisions of the rch CPSU 

neress and the party s strategic directives to accelerate the country's s 1 On NOM™M i 

velopment. He stressed the close connection between the CPSU's domestic iicy and 
its peace-loving foreign-policy course. 

: serzgeyevich rpachev and Didier R&atsiraka exchanged opinions on 3 u t 
Qpical international probdiems. [t was unanimously noted that there is s0 More urgent 
Ask 1 the world today than the complete liquidation of nuclear weapons, e.is it ; 

langer of a world atastrophe, and ending the arms race, which is sO ruinous [or 
aa mans ; 


The general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee emphasized the importance of ending 
guciear tests as a first, true step toward averting the nuclear threat. The pr: 
»t Madagascar welcomed the Soviet Union's extension of its unilateral morat 

nuclear explosions, and noted that if the United States and the other au 


jOined in this step it would play an important role in reducing tension in the world 


which meets the vital interests of all countries and peoples. The Soviet Union peace 
initiatives strengthen peoples’ hopes that the situation can be changed and that ther: 
are accessible, real alternatives to confrontation. 

Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev and Didier Ratsiraka agreed that the realities t the 
present epoch urgently require from all countries and political leaders 4 new thinking 
that excludes from international relations the placing of stakes on force and eat 
blackmail and attempts to dictate one's will om sovereign states. An example of a new 
approach to world problems is the proposal to create an all-embracing yst 
international peace and security, which has been put forward by the countrie tf tt 


socialist community for examination by the United Nations. 


The leaders of the two countries resolutely condemmed the star wars lan 
that their implementation would increase the threat of self-destruction of pr 
ivilization. 





The general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee and the president otf 
Repu phic f Madarasi ar expressed the -onviction that the prot lems + dos 


the liquidation of poverty and backwardness are inseparable from end 2 


ind achieving disarmament, which would release considerabdie [unds 


‘ ; ; ; > 
ikca@i potentia ft oe eeds Of deve.opment. 


Gromyko Speech 
l46l3 Moscow PRAVDA | { ition in 2 sian ¢ 


iccount of speech by A. A. Gromyko, member of the CPSU Central mmittes 
litburo and chairman of the USSR Supreme Soviet Presidium, at 24 September 


oscow dinner in honor of Didier Ratsiraka, general secretary ot the Vanguard 


it the Malagasy Revolution Party and president of the Democratic Repub.t! 
Madavascar: In a Friendly Atmosphere") 
Kcerpcts It is a pleasure tor me, on behalf of the Soviet leadership, to wel- 
me the leader of triendly Madagascar and the persons accompanvine in ere 


the Aremiin, You are always a welcome guest, Comrade Ratsiraka. 





dur party's 27th Congress set the Soviet people creative tasks which are historical 
scope. It is on their fulfillment, rather than on the arms race, 
ur country’s entire intellectual and economic potential. 


it 


that we want to focus 


ertain people in the U.S. Administration try to convince the world that the extension 
§ the arms race to space will render the use of suclear weapons impossible and that 
states will gain greater confidence in their security. 


2 put it bluntly, this does not contain the tiniest hint of peacemaking. Almost a 


atury ago the colonizer and butcher Cecil Rhodes, whose same is linked with quite a 
‘ew blood-soaked pages of African history, also had dreams about outer space. ‘What a 
ty. he wrote, “that we cannot get to the stars. would annex plamets if | mid 
* is possible that somewhat similar dreams are cherished by ‘today's seorclunia ts 


° nave not learned the lessons of history. 


\s reigning at the Soviet Union's nuclear test sites tor the second year 


n the United States to join the moratorium on nuclear tests which we ave 
n four occasions already. we propose that we raise jointly a materia 
ross the path of further Duildups of suclear weapons. tvidence of is 4! 
een in the USSR*s iarge-scale proposais for the complete elimination of clear 
‘| y the start of the next century put forward in the 15 anuary statement v 
rrdbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committers 
let Union's proposals on the elimination of juciear weapons have nade if 
is mpression on the world. The peoples understand that a world saturated wit 
ir weapons poses a danger tor the tate of ail mankind. it is theretor« t 
2 that the proposais to eliminate nuciear weapons have generated “ 
the world and have given people even greater nt de st ot Pe f 
anging over mankind an Se averted if an active strugg« » wWagea f 
The Soviet Union calls om ai. nmuc.ear powers ¢t embark ser sly and « 
nmsibiliity on an exaMination of these proposais. 
juestion f nuciear tests and if moratorium on then me NAT stat : 
the following effect: Yes. the Soviet moratorium ets a goo Xa 
wever, a shortage of just one thing trust among muntrie 
f itediy leciared that we are orepare« to embar« f rad a 8 
xontroi TeX assures, if sucing the reat yr f iter it t 
\* ter rt n r j if f is ‘ a he ~ f 
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military antagonism toward detente and cooperation. The fruitful completion of the 
Stockhol@ conference confirms that even highly complex international problems c and 
must be solwed by political means. 


The socialist community countries advocate that al] UN member countries treat the UN 
Charter with profound responsibility for the tate of mankind. We perceive a place for 
participation by both large and small countries in the system of international 


reiations. 


: ’ } . ’ a , _ , . , 

AS 7] od ian scean state, Madse is ft mesires eePcCurity ia that reg ri Tou ive 
lec .ared this repeateciy. ihe Soviet iw cvocates 4 st tlhe iodian Cceat ye turned 
nto s Zone >t peace, witty bw) room itor 1 siien orescence ’ avai mits ‘rom states 


whose coasts are not washed Sy the waters of this ocean. 


or the purpose of contributing to the speediest convening and successful holding of an 
international conference on the Indian Ocean we are prepared to reach agreement with 
the United States and other major saval powers on freezing and substantially reducing 
all military activity in that ocean's waters. 


Madagascar is an active member of the Nonaligned Movement. This movement's summit 
forum, held recently in ‘arare, declared that in our time the alternative is not 
between war and peace but between life and death. The prevention of ouclear war has 
become the main task of our time. Having quoted these words from the Harare Appeal, I 
want to emphasize that peopie in the Soviet Union have given attention to this 
impassioned call. It was issued by more than 100 states in the world. It is also in 
harmony with the Soviet people's mood. Comrade President: There is no doubt that the 
results of your visit to our country will give a new fillip to the long-term 
development of friendly cooperation Detween the Soviet Union and Madagascar. in 
-onclusion A.A. Gromyko proposed a toast in honor of President D. Ratsiraka and ail 
guests, for the fturther strengthening of Soviet-Malagasy friendship, and tor peace and 
security on earth. 
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TASS COMMENTARY ON NUCLEAR WAR PREVENTION ACCORD ANNIVERSARY 


LD301201 Moscow TASS in English 1136 GMT 30 Sep 86 


\Text | Moscow September [TASS y TASS omentator Viadimis ‘ 
The agreement on measures to redu e cisk t utbdreae « ‘ 
major Soviet-American documents aying the groundwork for t 5s Detwe t tae . 
countries, tmat were signed in the eariy seventies. 
The agreement, onciuded in wast at : Se Dlember . ; . ‘ ‘ 
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k the nuclear arms race. mis is how ne at issess President Reagan's decision to 
K out 1 the Soviet-American iega. jocuments iimiting strategi« 2tfensive weapons 
he 1972 interim agreement and the 19/9 SALT-2 Treaty. 

amounts to an attempt to disrupt the military parity between the USSk and the 
ed States, which is th basis of strategic stabDeliity idwide. in a bid ¢t gain 
tary superiority over the SOViet wnion, the united States nas .4unched an 
stricted arms race. 

in rtance of the agreement on Measures (tO reduce the ris« i utbreax of juclear 
retween the Soviet Union and he mited States, mciudced i years ago, les nor 
lm ire act thac it provides tor concrete measures * prev t icidents that migh 
sat nto 4 nuciear “atastropne. The agreement is it integral eiemernt Tt the 
ée f historic accords reached between the USSR and the ited States after i.engthy 
suf fTiacul talks in tne seventies, whicn reated the gzroundwork« for ruture more 
‘ its in irmaments, tor the estadiisiment f trust ve lween nations and 

‘ C yi ne ternational situation yun tne wi 

ting he significance of the a Iras and ury g detente ir oblivion 1 tantamount 
rossinex2 put ali achieve nts in the tftield i rms ntr ind mdermining the 
rts to maintaining peace and averting the threat iclear atastrophe. 





RELATED ISSUES 


PRAVDA WEEKLY REVIEW: UN SPEECHES, SUMMIT, CDE 

PM301137 Moscow PRAVDA (First Edition) in Russian 28 Sep 86 p 4 
[Yuriy Zhukov "International Review") 

[Excerpt] 


Last week was full of events which mirrored the complex and contradictory 
mature of the present international situation. 


People everywhere hailed the great success achieved in the struggie to strengthen peace 
as a result of the Stockholm Conterence on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures 
ind Disarmament in Europe. The agreement elaborated there represents a major step 
toward easing tension and improving the international climate. The measures to 
strengthen international cooperation in the sphere of nuclear and radiation safety, 
greed upon as a result of the special session of the IAEA General Conference, are also 
otf great significance. 


At the same time, the alarm created by the fact that during the lengthy Soviet-U.S. 
talks devoted to the problem of ending the arms race ail the Soviet side's efforts to 
achieve specific results are foundering on its partners’ reluctance to seek mutually 
acceptable accords has increased everywhere these days. The matter is reaching the 
coint where a legitimate question arises: Is the American leadership at all ready for 
such accords, and does it in fact want them? 


This week people everywhere have shown a lively interest in the course of the talks 
between responsible Soviet and U.S. ftigures that have taken place in Washington and New 
York. These talks have been conceived as one of the decisive stages in the work on 
yrganizing a new meeting of the two countries’ top leaders -- a meeting which could be 
stfective and significant in terms of its practical results, primarily in the sphere of 


‘urbing the irms race. 

At the same time, new public statements by the U.S. President abounding in deliberate 
rti s ot USSR policy and contirming that the present American Administration ts 
pOvViet stereotypes in its assessments have given rise to disappointment 

protest in oOroad pubiic circies. 
thy nplex international situatior tur socialist power is continuing its great 
ive im accordance with the plan elaborated by the 2/th Party Congress 
nind, in particular, the USSR delegation's active participation in the work ot 


i General Assembly Session in New fork. 
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onsiderations ot! ylatical responsibility also dictate the Soviet Union's approac: 

~Ving tne guestior fF a new sOVicl-aMerican summit Meeting. ft could undoudted1ly 

Zreat significance if accords m several important issues are reached there 
rds that can curb the arms race and tacilitate international cooperation. 


But this is what is striking: As the facts show, whenever the door on the path to the 
ormalization ot Soviet-American relations is opened slightly, the forces opposed to 
this at once endeavor to slam it shut. 

s the case when Powers, the CIA pilot, was sent into USSR airspace in a spy 
plane to wreck the incipient thaw in Soviet-American relations. This was also the case 
when the provocation was carried out involving the South Koreen passenger aircraft sent 
into the region of Kamchatka and Sakhalin, once again for espionage purposes. And this 
has been the case now, when, on the eve of crucial talks in Washington and New York, 
the absolutely illegal decision to expel 25 employees of the Soviet UN Mission from the 
United States was loudly and noisily announced, while at the same time an incredible 
ballyhoo was raised over the arrest in Moscow of an America spy caught red-handed, whom 
the United States portrays as an innocent lamb who has supposedly been made a “hostage.” 


THE NEW YORK TIMES acknowledged the provocative nature of these actions last Tuesday. 
This is what it wrote: "Many specialists said that £—.A. Shevardnadze would not even 
‘ome to Washington after we had ordered (!) the expulsion of 25 Russians from New 
And THE NEW YORK TIMES went on to specify that those words came from a State 


York.” 
Department spokesman. 

But the gamble that the Soviet people would lose their nerve and he would break otf the 
dialogue tailed. ‘It is our principle," M.S. Gorbachev said in this regard during one 
9§ his meetings with werking people on his tour of the Kuban and Stavropol Kray, “to 
pursue a tirm policy and dutend the principles of which I have spoken, but to do so 


“onstructively. it is lecessary to show restraint. And restraint is not sottness. 


Let them rush about.... we cannot e provoked. 


Restraint, patience, principledness, and staunchness in detending the cause of peace 


are yielding their fruits. However hard it 1s to work with some of mur obstinate 
artners, the USSR is making progres tep by step, waging its peace offensive. And 
. o « a >. 
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delegation: "The Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and 
Disarmament in Europe has gotten into an impasse.” 


But I have before me the bulky final document of the conference. In it there are 104 
articles plus 4 appendixes containing a tar-reaching program of action -- a detailed 
package of political measures aimed at reducing the risk of war in Europe and 
strengthening security and confidence has been agreed upon. 


However, concern cannot fail to be aroused by the fact that, hardly had the American 
delegation returned to Washington, the same bellicose Weinberger at once voiced 
displeasure with the agreement reached. Reporting this, the CBS-TV Company added that 
“certain administration spokesmen called the agreement worthless as soon as it had been 
Signed" (?!). And it explained: "Some people say that in this case the White House 
was interested in the very fact of the document's being signed, and not in its 


contents.” That is the Pentagon's interpretation. 


However, you cannot cut away with an ax what has been written with a pen. The 
agreement exists. The world public will vigilantly tollow the fulfillment of the 
earnest obligations assumed by all the conference participants, including the United 


States. The very victory of reason and good will, won at the cost of lengthy, 
persistent, and patient work at the conference, inspires people to new important steps 
aimed at further developing all-European cooperation in ensuring security. 
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RELATED ISSUES 


MOSCOW TALK SHOW: CDE, MBFR, TEST MORATORIUM 
LD282120 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1230 GMT 28 Sep 86 


("International Observers Round Table" program with Rudolf Georgiyevich 
Kolchanov, deputy editor in chief of TRUD; Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Lebedev, 
member of the NOVOYE VREMYA editorial board; and Aleksandr Vladimorovich 
Zholkver, political observer of Central Television and All-Union Radio] 


[Excerpts] 


(Zholkver] Hello, comrades. The past week has been marked by many important 
events in international life. The conference on Confidence Building Measures and 
Security and Disarmament in Europe has ended in Stockholm and the World Congress ot 
Trade Unions has ended in Berlin. seneral political discussion has begun at the UN 
General Assembly session. In addition negotiations have resumed in Vienna for the 
mutual reduction of armed forces and armaments in Central Europe and a_ general 
conference of the IAEA, was held. siven all the difference in character and agenda, 
these major international forwms have one thing in common in my view: in Vienna and in 
New York, and particularly in Berlin and Stockholm, the shoots of a new political 
thinking can be seen, so necessary to our stormy and so dangerous nuclear space age. 


Zholkver | I believe that this also was very graptically manifested during the 
‘oncluding phase of the Stockholm conference on measures to strengthen trust, security 
ind disarmament in Europe. Why do I stress the concluding phase in this way? Because 
generally, frankly speaking, the conference did not always work as effectively during 
the more than 2 years in which sessions were held in the Swedish capital and it must be 
said here directly that the catalyst accelerating that conference's work and ensuring 


its successful conclusion was Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's 15 January statement 
which set out the wide program of measures on disarmament, on the creation tf oan 
all-embracing system for security and concretely, as well, on European problems. 

Lebedev | Yes, the Stockholm mference's success certainly does call tor a very 
serious analysis, I[ would say, and this from various points yt view, including that of 
the political etfect against the Dackground of this new political thinking’s graduai 


issertion in world politics and in international relations and the military aspect of 
the agreement that has been reached is extremely important and interestingly as well. 


Zholvker | Perhaps it would be worth dwelling on this in greater deta 

; . ’ : } 
Lebedev Yes, it would not be possibie } i e points of n igt nent here, 
ut even, say, what was Mentioned y Ambassador eVSKILY, . cat ; 





jelegation, at the news conference at the USSR Foreign Ministry Press Center a few days 
ago. Even that shows just how precisely the balance of this agreement, this 
-ompromise, has been adjusted. An understanding has been reached, for example, that 
there will be notification of one’s military activities each year, meaning that all 
Darticipants in the agreement -- 33 European countries pilus the United States and 


Zholkver And this notification will be given in good time. 


[ am not mistaken, each 
year. Naturally this is a colossal advance. And then the intention is that states 
will undertake to notity all exercises Dy land troops and associated contingents of air 
and naval torces 42 days in advance when more than 13,000 men are participating in 
them. 3y the way, this is aot such a iarge tigure, these are not such large 


7 


Lebedev This will be done in good time, by 15 November, i 


contingents, with 13,000 men. 


Kolchanov] These tigures are not large, but the thing that I believe is a very great 
inspiration for all those who read the Stockholm conference a uments is the way things 
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: rfricers ind men parti pated in them, together with .arze juant les f 
nilitary equipment, and involving a large number of U.S. troops. 
wii provide notification of all of its troops movement to Europe nat are mn eXcess oft 


tr » Tigure from now mm, which efrectiveiy means those whict ire it x 3s f ne 
+ ) ‘* 
ededev Yes, ind naturally there s anotner very important ispect, he sSue t 
pect mS, the problem § monitoring, whicn the soviet nion ! ts priies afr 
upposed to be avoiding, and which people are getting sick and tired t. Vow t 
‘rfrectly obvious and it is down in Diack and white that thi ro n does wot Mist, 
it we igree to m-site inspection, ncluding inspectior trom the big 
spection issue 14s disappeared. jut im now going to return ' 1 very rtarnt 
¥ ispec?t yf the resuits of “he hierence. The a rad t owe 
rom the very Deginning snhouac ‘ set dow lealing with the t 
iT "4 t t > IrMmS, »0 \ ) speaK, ° i4 r na rf 4 | t ; ™ t 1 iting’ T t T i? 
; i ra ; im a ra r c , ind ‘ porta ' 
’ ‘ ’ ae is 4 > Ps LF r . 
é i est ges are a -,;emencts i mora v T f i i 
¥ “ t 7° ire eek x i 1 wt t >» . ft wor ie ' 1 
‘ ’ rr? ig? ‘ ‘ } ’ i i’ i 
Wer, t mut at } . t rse i v if i " ‘ 
‘ r ‘ r it n | c ° r l tner j 
> 9 , , , ’ ’ re bs era . ’ 
nat [ rug Tt ie ‘ y wll, 
, ’ ery , : , : Te be » 











nieren c il c ww IT) ing >U rt: : tC : . 1a & . » ‘ * tr * : ‘ 
r r ugn ss were > - rye ing ~ > ¥ iry 7 ? 1) , 
> retary a* moertee:t ate st ne i ‘ : a3 ; t : , 
‘ Lis nt ai ° ima inc ‘ : : we j r ' 
rlan vemt. i a r 901101 iu , . 3 : . “ ‘ ry 4 
ving further new impetus ¢ fetente « » othe ' tly 
‘ mi d - 1s ae 4 De Lf at = | "ee rye : ? 4 r = ’ ic : sr . : : 
pe atic : rai ri1y ‘ wara pectl. Z o> ‘ sa ra ’ ‘ ‘ i 
a 
as « = 
. . - A . 


. »+ —_ — > > , 
. . ‘ ‘ A110, « esc ALA45 ive ms . ‘ . ‘ 
-* ~~ > . . z SEhaeoe ea . 
| 4 , >» bh . ; s = ci ad i 
’ rr * ~~ ' ’ vy -- ; 
a « «4 s . : ~V¥e s : 
| _~ | ‘ 
: ’ | - | 
» 7 4 
><BR a ~ 
, ’ . 
i s . 
i Ait iif ‘ af 
. . > 4 . ’ ‘ 
‘ » as as x . 
. 
A ’ i ‘ ‘ ‘ “ . 
9 ; 
: . 
’ , 
° - 
——_— » / . \ ’ . 
" ‘ ‘ . . 
> , “7 ’ ’ ' 
i | ° ’ iS . “ 
. ; 4 > YS 
’ > 
. ‘ ’ ‘ " 
‘ i. - s 
a * ° r ‘ . 
‘ 
> ; . 
. r id l . . 
: i” ‘ S 
. 
: 
i . i 





States weec explosions and nuciear tests. 1¢ juOotes the 4 “et formed 
ede specialist, ,»eadorTrg, “ho was we..-«nown at ne c ioe is ere2y 
TM ssion hairman. de stated quite officiaiiy, so t speaa, that "he = 1a 

ome they were signing the Moscow treaty Sanning nuciear tests in the < lur ine 

cr Ae >. S¢. ... mited states #45 tTriciaiiliy stat Zz ; ‘ 
. sary tor rie Kine ee! nOa 4 iciness >t iu eit we : “ ; 

re irse to carrying st sclear exp.osions. 30, of irse, t ° ft " 
mDat-etfliciency Sut to deve.op new systems. 

x ichian vi l wice 22417) would Lige to reter t the wor ; if ide 3 nz . img * : 

iis ission in the wWmissions ind at tne oienary seS5 1.018. v lew: wet ‘ADT. Ls f 
mn nuciear explosions as weil. They said that we perfectiy imagerstat . iz ae 


ire mt specialists, that nuciear exp.losions ire eeded ) leveilor }uA i ‘ y new 


. . > , v er 9 . 4 > . .trea . . . » > = 
luc .ear weapons 1a are evem more sangerous ana ever Ore Prridie, tT 7 is 
~~ . > »* - & . r yw - " . ; , 
ite ee i¢ ua .0 ‘ ny ss © he se » & s* Se) * 4 ’ Pai i & & ,’ ‘ isery : ’ 12 
. : a a a > ° , . a , e . 
we . .Uu eat cs > il er cu « iba ¥ | ; | ’ i i 
’ . > , 9 . 
2 > 7 = <3 ii ’ Jé ; 
vets ° Li ia 
. > 
a’ - ed , ; 4 > 4 if ’ 
’ . [ , | rite y De } . 
; ‘ > ~ ; 
‘ * : . »allat Ae RSG at ’ «+ . i | . & rie 1G : ° . “ } 
> — , = . 
7. 4. Ty i ; > - . iine@ i’ v “AS 5«i 4 y it 
: 
. > . , . > " 
: peta ; wit r . - LS Ss ” se it ar is : ‘ : 
> 
‘ ‘ 7 ’ ‘ .* 
at r 4 ., va s eat,r vt M 4 4 . 
. ’ ‘ . > , 
‘¢ iran, i> ner ‘ [ . ¥> ‘ i . . ’ if ¢ . 
j ’ _* s . 
} ' . 
i : | i 4 
> : .* a > 
rT } " , " ir ; wat 
t ins Ait aay ee t . i7aKkNistia 4 i . ’ er 
- ‘ . . > . » 
: “ss . > : i 2. wet ‘ : ia 9 if | i i> 
> > > > > : 
‘ cc . ; eS. i, 4 lg 4 Ff " . 
“~se rs wAs } ;T lig wee ‘ : | “ ’ > P is 
iT i awe i iG z 
’ 4 ’ ’ , | ’ 
“ e ¥ 
> >» , ’ ° ™ > 
. x : | - " 
‘\ [ - r ' [ ‘ i y 
; , ’ ¥ 
, 
‘ . A , 
7a. 
‘ 
+ ' ’ ’ . : ' 
oe 9 . ; 
’ . . 
~ ’ | 
,. . , 
» L , 
| Ba 
. 





d + . >. ._ " > ~ a + _ > & > 

RO ‘ mas OW sat if aa ’ « oe ; : » eed , mOTi i - r es .>S ss ~ > j 4+u“4s4Ud . ©. <* > “ 
> = ~ > , > . ~ —— erwor 
~-nemseives,. the sudsequent.v cw 2icu +t e® amassec weapons. 


And, : irse, .wasure : 2 ssary * ensure (tthe security eacetTul 
‘ . ’ . 9 | . »* . a a 
wer rocu ti. sae ‘ —. - yvienidad 45 sc CG -S- 





. r+ a . " 4 > - : >» , - 
internat »'* nha. > pera it »* a ~*~ » - * 3% weal ‘>-s - “es tT) . 4 ) st r iw | ’ de 
- a -—? . " . r? ’ nt of * > ’ x* , 
ic nieving oJroac liticert at Tie<d A per a . : ~Vc ~ea nd + - : aic (ee es = tS: : i 
see " wowe vr * ~~ r we ~ s c;SAar J here . nr ;y eT . - e f 
its at ar »* -. ssiadd ;- " : > . . . . ’ se a4 '* Ww : ; 
- mh. + , ° >> ™ - . “ - 2 a . 7 a 7 ** “— v . »* . 
energy ~nuSs .at wri. i ‘ > «ithe bas 34 icy ac PAL rs 4 ~ 
r - . ~* x. : : > ’ * s ’ " >, ‘ , 4 “ ™ , > ‘- , 
oresent ime. wu .€@ at ener vy ._5 ) .* re a ; eT —_e sat ai it pul I 
“ . > , a 1 
e? ie tric i Owe’ . . * if ~ . . 
, > ~_ . a. » ; i oe > , 
[ae igvert . rt . a . ww : | . . et ‘ ‘ ‘ie ' 
* " , "led ’ 
‘ , »* ’ , 
.* . sat > ’ * bad id : ~: " 
l¢ — ratner, 7 re ’ : | \ - >’ 
, . " . : _* 
_?" et <a ¥* - s ‘ 4 “ -* 
" t , 7 ¥ : 
‘ . t rf f i, * : ‘ <4 _ tia 
” ’ - ‘ , ’ 
’ , ; o ’ ‘ 
we ; i 
» . . ‘ , , ’ ‘ ’ 
. ‘ 
”“ . +. ’ 
’ , 
‘7 : 4 , 4 
| ’ ; | 
+ 
> _ ’ 
: _ 
. “ : 





END OF 
FICHE 


DATE FILMED 
NOV 









ee 
“}0 





